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SUSANNA NO EE 


Relic of the Honourable Bepriſ Noel, 
©," And Mothet of te 
RIGHT HONOURABLE” 
The Earl of Gaingborough. _ 
Fter I had determin'd to let the 
A following diſcourſe go abroad in- 
to the World, I never deliberated 


about the choice of a Patron, nor ſpent any 


time in conſidering to whom it ſhould be 
Dedicated. What I have there Wrote, be- 


longs to your Ladyſhip upon divers Ac; 
counts, and eſpecially upon theſe, that it.was 
drawn up at firſt in obedience. to your 


Commands, (for, under that notion I do 
and ought to receive the leaſt Intimations 
of your Pleaſure) was originally defign'd 
only for your Service, and has already, been 
admitted in Manuſcript..to the honour of 


a place in your Cloſet, for ſeveral Mouths. 


I hope therefore, Madam, you'll not be 
1 9 8 if I preſent you the ſame again 
rom the Preſs, 4 little enlarg d. For it's 

7. of obvious 


Epiſtle Deditatory. | 
obvious to apprehend, that theſe Papers, 
being.now 75 875 to the View of the Pub- 
lick, may eaſily fall into the hands of man 
Readers, who have not that Candour of 
Temper, that Clearneſs of Thought that Quick- 
neſs of Parts and 1 which every 
one admires in your Ladyſhip, and therefore 
it was adviſable, that I ſhould make what 
convenient Proviſion I could, by a fewAltera- 
tions and Additions, againſt Cavilling and 
miſunderſtanding. And if, notwithſtand- 
ing all the care I have taken, the Work til! 
fall under Cenſure ( and ſtrange indeed it 
mult be, if it does not with ſome, the 
ſevereſt Criticks, I doubt not, will however 
beſo Jull,as toacknowledgethat the Deſign, 
u hich is all your Ladyſhip is concern d in, 
is good, and fit for a Perſon of Honour and 
Integrity to own ; ſince it aim's at the 
vindicating the moſt Venerable Records of 
our Religion from the Objections, that are 
urg'd againſt their being Genuine. And 
whatever faults or defects there may be in 
the conduct thereof, for want of due Learn- 
ing or Judgment in the undertaker, I dont 
in the leaſt deſire your Ladyſhip ſhould | 
juſtify or defend, but leave them all to be 
charg'd on the account of, 
| Madam, 
Tour Lachſbips moſt humble 
and obliged Servant 


J. Richardfon- 
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| T H E 
PREFACE 
\ N Hen I frſt drew up the Reflections up- 

on Amyntor, that are here preſented 


to tbe Reader, ( which was done above 
half a year ago, though ſome Altera- 


tions and Additions, hade been made ſince) they 


were deſign d only for the Cloſet of the Honour- 
able Lady, to whom they are Dedicated. For 
whoſe eaſe, the Quotations and References too, 
when the matter would bear it , were made in 
Engliſh, Theſe 7 have continued m the ſame 
Language ſtill, partly becauſe I ſuppoſe it will make 
them of more general uſe, and partly becauſe I 
think, that though the Diſcourſe be now Publiſh'd, 
yet the chief Right to it remains ſtill in the firſt 
Proprietor. / | 
The Reader may perbaps enquire , why vheſe 
Papers come out ſo late, and (it may be tos) 
why they come out at all, ſince another has already 
Wrote upm the ſame Argument. To the Firſt / 


reply, that they were not originally intended for the 


Preſs, and therefore it is no wonder if it prov'd ſo, 
long before they got thither, To the Second, all 7 
bave to ſay, is, That what I have bere Written 
being ſeen by ſome Friends, for whom I haue a great 
deferente, they judg'd that it would bave its uſe 
tao, as well as the other Piece before- mention d. 

| AZ To 


Aug 16 


The Preface. 
To whoſe Judgment 1 ſubmitted, calling to mind 
(a) 
Every thing that is Written, does not fall into 


the hands of all Perſons. Perhaps ſome may 
meet with my Books, who may hear nothing 


of others, which have treated better of the ſame 


Subject. 
Queſtions ſnould be handled by ſeveral Perſons, 
after a different, Method, though according to 
the Principles of the ſame Faith, that ſo the 


Explication of Difficulties and the Arguments 


for the Truth, may come to the knowledge of 
every one, either one way or other. 8 

And bere ] ſhould hade taken my leave of the 
Reader for the preſent, and diſmiſs d him to the 
Peruſal of the following Treatiſe (if be be ſo diſ- 
pos d) but that / think my felf oblig*d to take notice 


of two or three Paſſages in the Hiſtory- of the 


Works of the Learned, for the Month- of May 


1699, which contradid? ſome Particulars that I hate 


aſſerted in the following Treatiſe, They are in 


the Account of the Eccleſiaſtical Biſtory of Mr. 
Paſnage, but to ae they are to be aſcribd, I can- 


not affirm. 

Perhaps they may proceed from that Aube, 
* perhaps they may be the miſtales of thoſe whe x 
tranſmitted the account of his Work from Holland 
to our Engliſh Pobliſhers. I charge them there- 
fore directly upon no body, but finding them in the 


Book above-mention'd, ſhall give my 48 why I i 


too: upon them as Erroneous. 

1 begin with p. 283, where we are told in the 

zd. Paragraph, how Mr. B. demonſtrates that 

for three Ages after Chriſt, there was-no cer- 

tain Canon; when both private Perſons, and 

ah Whole : Churches "_ admitted nalen 
1 L1C10US 


T IR 


It is uſeful therefore that the ſame }! 


ſititions Books for Sacred, and partly deſpis d 
the Genuine as Prophane. How far ibis aſſer- 
tion is deſignd to extend, and what Ar. B. has 
done to confirm it, is no other ways Evident to me 
at preſent, then by 55 =. _ is = 
diately ſubjoyn d, to ſatisfy us of the Sirength o 

the ; fans whe = This is intended to affecł 
the Whole Bible, but I think a much lower Word 
then Demonſtration might have ſerv d the turn, 
unleſs there be ſtronger Reaſons in reſerve. For it, 
follows, — + So Origen believ'd that Hermas 

his Paſtor was a Book Diryinely inſpir'd. On 
the contrary Theodorus of Mopſueſtia calls the 
Book of Job a Fable borrowed from Paganiſm ; 
the Books of Chronicles and Eſdras a vain 
My; the Song of Solomon a Love Song, 


C. 

We have here two Arguments alledg'd; one to 
prove there was no certain Canon of the New 
Teſtament, and the other to evince as much for 
the Old. And yet it is Evident at firſt fight, 
that neither of theſe Inſtances give us the leaſt in- 


formation of the Tudgment of Whole Churches, 


unleſs Origen and Theodorus can be prov'd ta 
ſpeak in the Namos of more People then them. 
ſelves; which 1 am confident can never be made 
out. | a 


— 


— 
* 
— 


| + How far the Ancients had any differences about 
the Canon of the New Teſtament, I have explain'd in its 
due place, my buſineſs here is to prove that Hermas 
was never 32 part of N — And alſo 
to examine the Teſtimony of Theodorus concerning ſo 

Books of the old. Wo: 25 
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A 4 | Origen 


* 


Origen I an ſure delivers bis own Opinion 01 


and yet never "defign'd to advance Hermas into 


the Number of Canonical Books, as J have ob- 


(b) F. 103. 
Lat. Edit. 
7g. 


ſtrꝰd in the following Diſcourſe, in Anſwer to 
the Second Objection (p. 25, 26, and 29, 30.) 
This I think I have there ſuſficiently ſhown, but ſball 
home wer add a Teſtimony or two more to the ſame 
Thus then be ſjeaks, in bis Eighth Homily on 
Numbers — (b) That one day of Sin is re- 
compenc'd with'a years Puniſhment we Read not 


only in this Book, wherein there is nothing whoſe 
Truth can be in the leaſt doubted ; but the ſame 


things alſo are taught in the Book of the Paſtor, if 
any one think good to admit the Teſtimony of 


that Scripture. By which Words it is Evident, 


that Origen puts a great difference between the 


Paſtor of Hermas and the Book of Numbers, which 
was one of the Chriſtian, as well as Jewiſh Canon. 


In this, he affirms every thing deliver'd, as un- 
doubredly true; but plainly intimates, he did not 
judge fo of the former; by diſtinguiſhing it from, 
and placing it in oppoſition to, this, and leaving it 


to the Readers Diſerrtion, whether be'll be conclud- 


ed by the Authority of it, or no. He calls it indeed 
Scripture, hut that was a Title frequently given to 
any Boobs, whoſe Subject was Religious; of which 
1 have produc'd ſeveral Inſtances in the following 


' Treatiſe, and ſball only add here, that the Author 


(F. 112. 
1 


o whom we are now ſjeaking, even, Origen, in the 
reface to his Books of Principles, (c) calls the 
Doctrine of Peter, twice by that Name, in the 
compaſs of a few Lincs, though he there expreſly 
tells us, That it was neither Wrote by St. Peter, 
nor by any other Infpir'd Perſon. 
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| The Prefice 


Geneſis, — (d) Iſaac therefore dug Wells and 
the Followers of 1/aac dug too. The Follow- 


Hain, we Read in bis Fourteenth Homily on 


(d) T. ai. 


ers of Iſaac are Matthew, Mark, Lule, Jobs. 


The Followers of Iſaae are. Peter, James, and 
Jude. The Apoſtle Paul is a Follower of 1/aac. 


For all theſe dig the Wells of the New Teſta- 


ment. — Here we have all the Writers of the 
New Teſtament reckon'd up, but not a Word of 
Hermas and his Paſtor. | 

From theſe two Paſſages, and thoſe, which 7 
bave 4 in the following Diſcourſe, it is 
apparent, that * Origen is every where conſiſtent 
with himſelf in this matter, and always rejedts the 
Book of Hermas from being a part of the Canon. 
It is probable, he might haue done the. ſame too 


in bis Explanations on the Epiſtle to the Ro- 


mans; from whence the preſent Objection is fetch'd, 
and have told us in what Senſe be judg d this Piece 
to bave been Divinely Inſpic'd, sf the Tranſlator 


— :. — 


| * Perhaps it may be urged, that theſe Paſſages are 
| faken out of thoſe Works of Origen, which are extant 
& only in Latine; I grant it, but then add, that ſo is the 
# Objection too, and certainly a Tranſlation o to be 
admitted for an Anſwer, when it is alledged for an Ob- 
jefion. For according to our Engliſh Proverb, Every Man 
ought to Buy and Sell by the ſame Meaſure, But I Reply, 
W ( 24h. ) That I have ſhewn in the following Diſcourſe 
(p. 29, 30.) that Origen ſpeaks after the ſame manner, 
in thoſe Works of his which are ftill extant in the Greet. 
And therefore we have a great deal of Reaſon, to ſuppoſe 
| — the Tranſlators have altered nothing in their Ver- 
+ Hons, as to this matter, ſince what is found in them is 
| conſonant to thoſe Pieces of his, which are preſerved in 


the lame Language, whercm they were fitſt Written. 


o 


c 


— . 


The Preface. 


(ed ger ite of that Work, had not contructed it ſo far, (e) as 


eh. — 10. to leave out above half of what was Publiſh'd by 
ect f. Origen. Perhaps we might have there Read, that 
* ht Hermas to have been no otherwiſe in- 
< See fir d, then his Maſter (F) Clemens and (g) him- 
Anſwer 1 ſelf judg'd the Heathen Philoſophers to have been, 
_ %- when they taught things agreeable to the Truth and 
'> Sound Doctrine; which both theſe Fathers 
3 1 4 thought were manifeſted and diſcover d to them 
againſt by God, And ſo perhaps Origen judg'd this Book 
_ #: of Hermas inſpir'd, becauſe be look'd upon it as con- 
1 taining uſeful Truths, and ſuppos d nothing of that 
nature, could be Wrote without the Divine Aſſiſt- 
ance. But be that as it will, and let him mean 

it what he can, it is Evident be never admitted it 

into the Canon, nor eſteem'd it of Equal Authori- 

ty with the Books of the New Teſtament. . 
1 proceed now to the Second Part of the Argu- 
ment, in the Paſſage above alledg'd, which is urg d 
againſt ſome Books of the Old Teſtament, and is 
in theſe Words, —— On the contrary, Theodo- 


rus of Mopſueſtia calls the Book of Job, a Fable 
borrowed from Paganiſm ; the Books of Chro- 
nicles and Eſdras, a vain Rhapſody ; the Song 
of Solomon a Love Song, c. This is produc'd 
to ſhow the Church had no certain Canon of the Old 
Teſtament for three Hundred years, but with what 


Ground or Reaſon will quickly appear. m0 
I muſt confeſs this does not properly belong to the © 


Province I have undertaken at preſent. which is 
only to juſtify the Canon of the New Teſtament, 
But becauſe ſuch as are little vers d in Contro- 7 
verſies of this Nature, may poſſibly be tumbled at 1 


theſe . and perhaps think them unanſwer- | 
able, f I. ſay notbing to them when they ly thus 
airettly in my way, I bope I ſhall be excus'd if I 

ſpend | 


The Preface. 


ſpend a few lines in laying open the Weakneſs of 'Y 
this Objection, 8 


Firſt then, that the Jews bad a certain Canon, , 
which eomprebended all the Books that we reckon 
as parts of the Old Teſtament, and no more, is 
evident and notorious. Theſe, as we learn from | 
(b) Joſephus, and (i) Euſebius, who tranſcribes (h) l. 1. 
his Teſtimony, they reduc d, in their way of com- againſt 
dut ation, to the Number of Twenty Two. After bien. p. 
what manner they reckon'd them up, (k) does not 5 
belong to my preſent buſineſs to ſes down 3 but only 10. 
to remark, that their Canon was receiv d by our (x) See it 
Saviour and his Apoſtles. For certainly our dene by | 
| Bleſſed Lord recommended the Books of the Jewiſh — . 
Canon and none others, when he e xborted his Hear- Ls 1 
W ers (1) to Search the Scriptures. He argued too, (1) fon 
we may be ſure from them, when he expounded to 5. 29. * 
= the two Diſciples, (n) in all the Scriptures, (m) Luke 
the things concerning himſelf. 7 heſe were the 2 27. 
Scriptures, which the Bereans are ſo highly com- 


NS r e 


— 
r 


le BE mended (n) for ſearching, and of them without (n) A 
”- BE doubt St. Paul obe, when be tells Timothy, (o) 3 Ls 
5 BE that he had from a Child known the Scriptures . 


which were able to make him wiſe unto Salva- ities 
tion. And again, when be adds, (p) All Scrip- (p) v. 16. 
ture is given by Inſpiration of God, c Tbeſe 
= Paſſages, and ſeveral others of the ſame Nature, 


be mut be underſtood of thoſe Books which paſs*d for 
's KAuthentick among the Jews, they can be undey- 
t. ſtood of no other; except the Apoſtle be ſuppos'd to 
J- 


comprebend beſides ſome of the carlieſt Pieces of 
= the New Teſtament under the Title of All Scrip- 
ture, which I ſhall not diſpute in this place. And 
therefore, /ince the Jewiſh Canon was admitted" as 
fuch by our Lord himſelf, and his Diſciples, tis 
1 e manifeſt 


- 
7 " * 
I 
- , 
: 
- 
\ 2 


This Orefien, | 
manifeft_the Chriſtian Church was not at Ii 
to rejeũ what Books of the Old Teſtament they | 
pleas'd, but were oblig'd by no leſs then Infallible * i 
2 Authority, 10 efteem all for Divine, which the - 
Cp] xm, Jews (p) to whom the Oracles of God had been 
= committed, 8 (0 delt * es of, And 
Euſeb, accordingly we find (9) Melito, Bj Sardis, 
Ni Hiſt. in the — and (7) Origen in the beginning 


74.25 of the Third Century, collecting the Names 5 


* 
- 
* 
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c 25. thoſe Books, which had been rerei d in the Jewi 
Church, and Publiſhing the ſame to the Chriſtians 
as thoſe which ought to be own'd and acknowledg'd 
by them too for Canonical. It's true indeed, the 
Book of the Leſſer Prophets is omitted in the 
account which Euſebius gives us from Origen ; 
but that was certainly a miſtake of the Tranſcri- 
ber; as is apparent ( beſides ſeveral other Evi- 

diences) from bence that Origen m his Treatiſe 
Cs] 77-2. againſt Celſus, ( s,) joyns the Twelve Minor Pro- 
339 Pphets to the others, and tells the Philoſopher 
that he had Wrote Explanations upon ſome of 

them. | 


This is, I think, ſufficient to prove that the 
Church had a Certain Canon of the Old Teſta- 
ment, during the firſt 300 Years; whatever O- ; 
pinion Theodorus of Mopſueſtia migbt entertain 


1 
le 


concerning ſome Particular Books. Thoſe very i 

Books were undoubtedly part of the Jewiſh Code ; 1 
they were reckon'd up as ſuch by the Fathers now 
mention d, and the whole Canon of the Jews i 
aſſerted vnd atteſted, not only by them, but alſo by 
our Saviour and the Writers of the New Teſta- 
ment, . ; 


* 
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Rt ſums mit a enn, 


Theodorus of ag as a Witneſs 
rſt 300 years. in the 


. before us, ſinse, f bis Teſtimony 
neceſſarily reach a great 


t it muſt 

way tn oh of + as Dr. Cave obſerves, in bes 
Hiſtoria Literaria ,, Fe mas made Biſhop of 
Mopſueſtia in the Tear 392, and Goyern'd 17 
Church for 36 Years, nat Dy Dying before the: Year. 

28. So that if his Authority be look'd . 
: n to declare the Judgment of the 
lick Church in bis days, it muſt prove 2 
Canon of the Old Teſtament was not ſettled for 
above 400 Veats; but that it was Lawfull for. 
any one, ary bags time, to admit or reject} what 
ö Books thereof pleas d. This, I am ſure, 54 
= very odd notion, and will never be admitted by 
8 thoſe who know, that, in the Fourth Century, (t) Ct Fe 
: Athanaſius of Alexandria, («) Hilary f Poic- Zpiſtic 39. 
tiers, (x) Cyril f Jeruſalem, ) Epiphanius 2 

ef Cyprus, () Gregoty of Nazianzum, (4) 5 
lerome of Paleſtine, and (b) Rufinus of Aquileia, os Ce 
= were of a quite different Opinion. There is not: 
3 2 LA all. theſe , 172 was more conſiderable then [Fer 
bf orus, and fitter to. give an account of the 
. a Judgment of the Gatbolek Church then be EE [2] of te 
= therefore when all of them joyn in aſſerting the Books of the 
Authority of the Books, which he rejected, tis geri 

I abſurd to pretend that the Opinion, be —— [2 ors 
© muſt be of more Authority . then all theirs Put —_—_— 

N n and aſſure us that the Church had then Kings. 
no Settled Canon of the Old Teſtament, when bj os the 


1 


AL, 
for — Doane 29 


every one of theſe teach the dire + Theſe Creek 
great Names, I think, are ſufficient to oppoſe to 
Theodorus 


I The Preface. ; 
5 © © Theodorus of Mopſueſtia, if I bad nothing elſe 
* to ſay. © But I ſhall proceed further, and alledge, 
* the Council of Laodicea, which met about the 

Tear 360, and ound all the Books of the Old 

Teſtament, that were receiv'd by the Jews, for 
Canonical. The Decrees of this Councel were 

ſoon after taken into the Code of the Univerſal 

Church, and are, upon that account, an un- 

deniable Teſtimony of the Opinion of the whole 

Chriſtian. World in this matter; and withall 

inform us, that the Biſhop of Mopſueſtia, in 

ſugbting the Books above- mention d, did diredily 
contradict 3 and Practice of the Ca- 
tholick Church. Sy md IP 


.) This will be fill further manifeſ, if vt 
conſider that, for this very thing, among others 
he was cenſur d and condemn'd by the Fifth General 
Councel. We have none of the Writings of 
Theodorus nom extant ; nothing but what is quot- 
ed from bim and preſery'd by others. Neither 
can we judge wbat be beliew'd and taught but by 
theſe Citations, There are many Paſſages taken 
out of bis Works in the Fourth Collation of the 
Fifth Councel, at Conſtantinople, and among ⁵ 
others, Six or Seven Paſſages, wherein it appears, 
that he allowed neither the Book of Job nor the ii 
Canticles, nor perhaps the Proverbs or Eccleſia- 
ſtes, to be of Divine Authority, But for this, 
fcJ]col.4. be is in plain terms condemmd (c) by the Fathers 8 
md 3. of that Synod; and we are thereby taught that 
the Doctrine which he embrac'd in this Particular, 
was ſo far from being approv'd, that it was indeed 
Rejected and Cenſur'd by the Catholicks. It is 

therefore a very ſtrange method of arguing, to 17 | 


AG 


- 


” * * 
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- 
The' Prefac. rg 

and te give an- account of the Judgment of the 
W Church, by the Opinions of this Biſhop, when 
et the Church expreſly Condemm d bin for bold- 
Wy ng nd maintaining! ſe very Opinions. 8 
FJ be card the Books of Chronicles and © 
Eſdras, a vain Rhapſody, I do not find. If be 


Eſtabliſi d the Decrees of that of Laodicea, and 1- 
We alſo the Fifth General Councel, of which we have 


ef the other, plainly condemn what he held as to 
F theſe Books too. So that if nell make an eſti- 
mate of the Doctrine of the Church rather from 
Three ſuch Eminent Councels as theſe were, 
= they from the Writings of 4 Single Biſhop, tis 
== moſt certain and evident, that all the Books, which 
be rejected, were admitted by the whole Body of 
Catholicks both before and after bis time, and 
A 9 that the Argument, which endeawours 

to prove the contrary from bis particular Opinion, 
u force and efficacy. g. 


= 7 proceed now to ſome other Paſſages, which ſeem 


5 Nerd, — Our Author ſays the Second E- 
the pile of St. Peter is receiv'd by all Churches 
fa. t this day, and many of the Fathers cited it 
1: ps Genuine, foraſmuch as Athanaſius: makes uſe 
gers Pf it againſt the ans, Oration'the 2d. If 
that be Iaſinuated by theſe Words, that Athanaſins 
lar,, Ee” the firſt who quoted it for Genuine, 7 have 


3 d that to be à miſtake in the following 
It is bers, and i; the Reader pleaſes to conſult the 

„Naſaer 7 bave giver to the Fifth ObjeQion, - 
| SE... 1 


5 did, both the Councel of Chalcedon, which (d) £4} ca. 


been nom ſpeaking, by (e) ſubſcribing ts the Canons Locum 
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Y bey eaſily ſeeg/ that there were thoſe, who aſeridd 

* it to St. Peter, long before Athanaſius abr d 
cen in the World. And Cf) ibis Father teſifies as. 
Feſtival much himſelf, who, veckoriing. this Epiſtle among. 
Epiſtle 4. the Authentick Books of the New Teſtament, 
_ * aſſures us, that be bad the Warraiit of the An- 
Hors cents aud firſt Preachers of Chriſtianity: foF | 
= the Pieces, n . 

ogue. | 


Tue Obje Sion from the difference of e 
between this 33 the firſt Epiſtle, 24. B. au- 


ſwers inal and therefore 1 paſs on tu . 
follows. 


Eaſebins a, 3. C. 3.) Writes that be heard! 
from his Anceſtors, that this Epiſtle was not 
at firſt inſerted into the Canon, Gr. Euſebius 
ſays ſomething to this purpoſe, but, I thut, what 
we here Read, carries the matter a little tob far: 
The Hiſtorian indeed tells us, that be bad receiy'd' 
by Tradition, or from his Predeceflors, that the 
Second Epiſtle, aſcribd to St. Peter, was ( or 
ought to be) #0 part of the New Teftament. 
But be dbes not a4 us of what 2 
or Extent the Tradition was, much lefs dots bi 
ſay, as this Tranſlation would induce an unwary 
Reader to Sup RA that it was everywhere ye- 
jected upon its pearance; but ouly, that i 
thoſe Books or Perſons. ye which he deriy'd bis 
OS.” did not acknowledge it. 


Inmediatly 


Phe Preface. 


— 
LE 
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Anna after we are 10%. That! in Gre: 
ory. Nazianzen's time, few of the Orthodox 


A cannot tell: © 1 am ſure the Father ſays no ſuch 
in thoſe Places, where be treats Profeſſedly 
of Fe Books of the Scripture. He acknowledges 


d 
a 
3 receiv'd it for Divine. "Where i we may learn this, 
* 
F 
indeed in his Verſes to Seleucus, (2) that ſome 


Levers, 


receiy/d, and ſome rejected it. But be does not p. 124. 


Jay, that the former were fewer than the latter; : 
either does be interpoſe his own Judgment there. 
7 25 he does in (h) another Poem, re he ex- 
eſiy reckons Two Epiſtles of St. Peter among 
4 the Genuine Books of the New Teſtament, It 
' ollows, The Syrians have not inſerred it in their 
| ancient Ver ſion, neither do-they Read it at this 
ay, unleſs privately. What may be the Reaſon 
| 4 this, have wentur'd to gueſs in the Notes on 

Y 8. to which 1 refer the Reader. 


We are further told, That the Span erde per- 
Wiſted in the ſame Error till the Serenth Cen- 
Fury, — and alſo afterwards (p. 283.) That 
The Epiſtle to the Hebrews was not receiv'd as 
4 acred and Authentick, in the Weſtern Church, 
Fill the ſame time. 


= Hat phie nage Mr. B. his for theſe 
o Aﬀercons I cannot judge, becauſe his Epi- 
J omizer does not alledge any. But I have this 


beſides the Teſtimony of Single Perſons ) to urge 

the contrary ſide ; that the Council of Lao- 

licea acknowledg'd both for Canonical, about the 

ae 360, which being not long after, "taken into 
ty - Code of the Univerſal Church and alſo 
a farther 
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(i) p. 282. 


(k)See the prov'd (&) from ſeveral Teſtimonies, whereof ti 
Accqunt of 


the 24, 
Canon, p. 
14, TA 


farther Eſtabliſtꝰ d by the Fourth General Councel, | 
in the middle of the Fifth Century, 
an Evidence, that the Whole Catholick Church, 


ſufficiently Teſtifies what Books the Church of Eng- 


Churches of Italy, and others thereabout, mig! 


The Preface: 


is as clear 


in all the Provinces thereof, receiv*d both theſe Y 
Epiſtles for Genuine Parts of the New Teſta- if 
ment, as the Sixth of the Thirty Nine Articles 


land acknowledges for Authentick at this day. 


And therefore I * at what it ſayd (5) cons 
cerning the Epiſtle of St. James, that in the 
Fifth Age it was [firſt ] receiv'd by all ali 
Canonical, becauſe all the Fathers of that Age [ 
cite it — and the African Councels inſerted 
it into their Canons. How far it appears no! 
to have been admitted before the Fourth al | 
I have ſhown in the Following Treatile ; bu 
that, both it and the other Controverted Piece 
were generally receiv'd in that Century, I hang 2 8 


Councel of Laodicea is one ; and certainly th 
Canons thereof, which were every where acknon 
tedp?d, had more Influence upon the general reception 
of this Epiſtle, then the Synods of Carthage cou 
have, which were never Submitted to by the Eaſterl | 

Chriſtians. 


For though the African Fathets bad no direl 
Authority over any but thoſe of their own Countri| 
yet perhaps it may be pretended , that # Y 


however ſuffer themſelves to be concluded 171 
Judgment in the matter now before us; eee ji 

Canon, concerning the Books of Scripture m4 
appointed to be "Ou to them, it was decreed that i 


7 0 
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The Preface. 


A 


ncel, ſhould be conſulted m the caſe, and the grounds upon 

clear BY which the Biſhops of Carthage proceeded, are 

5 therein offer d to their Conſideration. Aud there: 
el 


fore ( to prevent needleſs diſputes) I bade re- 
rain d my aſſertion to the Eaſtern Churches; for 
tis certain none of the Particulars above · mention d 


had any place among them, and by conſequence 


£ what was determin'd in Africa, could have no In. 
2 fluence in that Age upon their acknowledging the 
+) con Epiſtle of St. James. The African Canons were 
n * not receivꝰd by them till above 200 Tears after, 
all af 


and then they were talen into the Oriental Code, 
7 as is obſer d in the following Diſcourſe (together 
with ſome Epiſtles of Athanaſius and ſeveral o- 

tber Biſhops ) upon the Authority (not of the 

W preceding Synods at Carthage, but) of the Sixth 
bu General Councel, which, approving of the matter 
ei they contain d, confirm'd and eſtabliſh'd them. 
== Whereas the Canons of Laodicea had been admit- 
ted by the Univerſal Church, Eaſtern as well as 
Weſtern, in the very Century, whereof we are 


"a now ſpeaking ;, and from them therefore we may 
cep with the moſt certainty judge what Books were at 
e cove that time eſteem' d parts of the New Teſtament 
aſterſ in all places, Hereunto may be added, that it is 


apparent from the Canon whereof we are nom diſ 
courſing ( which is the 24th. of the African Code 
in juſtellus, and the 27th. in Balſamon ) that 
neither the Epiſtles of St. James, nor any other of 
the Books there reckoned up, began then to be firſt 


dire 
ounty 
hat he 


miei admitted into thoſe Churches, No, they had been 
tau acknowledged long before, and, as the Fathers ex- 

auſe 88 preſiy tell us were received by them from their Pre- 

re 998 dcceſſors. | | 
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b Far” 


Bit u we 7 told (p: Hh that it was. 
| 1 the Seventh Century, before the Revelation 
was acknowledg*d\by the Eaſtern Churches — 
and again, (p. 284.) That the Laodicean 
Councel was the firſt that ſtruck the Revelation 
and Book of Judith out of the Sacred Canon. 
What'5s$0 be thought of the Revelation, I have 
bereafter declar'd (p. 15, &c.) But as to the 
Book of Judith, 1 hy ( 1. ) Wat the Lao- 
dicean "Fathers could not ſtrike that out of the 
Canon of the Primitive Church, becauſe it does if 
not appear that it was ever in : . any more then Ec- 
cleſiaſticys, Tobit, &c. (2. ) As to the Story 
of the Council of Nice's alledging it as Divine 
( which is here binted at) ] believe it to be all 
Fable. St. Jerome only tells us that it was reported 
or ſay d ſo; and notwithſtanding that, it is plain by 
his Preface to the Proverbs, that be 22 upon it 
as Apocryphal 3 which he would never hade done, 
if he bad really believ' d the Nicene Fathers bad 3 
talen it into the Canon. Neither, if there had i 
been the leaſt Evidence that they bad 2 done, would | 
the Synod of Laodicea have rejected it. For all 
the World knows, that the Catholicks had every i 
were ſo profound a Reverence and Veneration 
for the Decrees of the Firſt General Councel, 
that it is impeſſible to ſuppoſe a Provincial Synod | 
would, ſo quickly after, attempt to reſcind what 
* had once AF d. 


J 8 nom done with the Account of the Ec- | 
clefiaſtical Hiſtory of Mr. B. and do here again 
declare to the World, that none of the miſtakes, 
which 1 have been here examining, ought to be 
CIC | ] | en 


dove-mention'd, becauſe they might be urg d as 
* jections againſt ſome of thoſe Truths, which 1 
Wo: aſſerted, and (I bope ) prov'd in the follow- 


wuted any farther to bim, thexrthe Undertdhers. 
Rotterdam have T1 ranſmitted a Fasthfi 
nt of that Work to their Correſpondents at 
ondon. If they have faifd therein, what Errors 
ere be, muſt be lay d at their door, and not at 
at of the Learned Author. 7 would gladly in- 
ed have conſulted the Original, but not having 
opportunity of ſo doing, 1 thought my ſelf under 
kind of Obligation to fake notice of the Paſlages 


> Diſcourſe. 


Wl de 
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from the Obj eien of Mr. Du Pin. 45 

Not ſo good Kate to admit the Preaching and 

Revelation, uttributed to St. Peter, into the 
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Ntw Teſtament 
VINDICATED. 


AR Author, in the beginning of this 

; ® Treatiſe, falls very ſeverely on Mr. 
Blackall, who had charg'd him, in a 

Sermon before the Houſe of Commons, 

ith queſtioning the Authority of ſome of 

Mee Books of the New Teſtament, in his Hiſtory 
Uf the Life of Milton. This he fays was an 
charitable as well as Groundleſs Accuſation, 

d brings many Arguments to prove his 
dnocence as to that matter, I fhall not con- 
rn my ſelf at preſent in that controverſy, 
dr examine whether our Author be guilty 


not of what is lay*d to his charge. I am 
B ſure 
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The Canon of the 

ſure all he Alleges for his own Vindication 
is a grand Impertinency, and ſuch a Notori- 
ous abuſing of his Readers, as is not eaſily to 
be found in Writers, who are not of his 
Complexion. It is juſt as if a Man ſhould 
Vindicate himſelf from having ever Rob'd on 
the High-way, and as ſoon as he had finiſh*d 


his..diſcaprſe, ſhould fall upon and Spoil the 
next Traveller he meets. For thus he after a 


logg harangue, wherein he pretends to clear 


hitmſelf from the Aſperſions of Mr. Blackall, 
and prove that he never inſinuated that any of 
the Books of the New Teſtament might juſtly 
be queſtion'd, proceeds (if I underſtand Engliſh) 
to aſſert the ſame with open Face, and brings 
Jevera Arguments, which can aim at nothing 


_ -Uſ& but to ſink their Authority, and make Men 


believe there is no ſufficient ground foi receiv- 
ing the preſent Canon. Whether this be his 
Intention or no, I think will eaſily appear to 
any-one' who ſhall conſider the following Par- 
ticulars. 2 


( 1.) Fe affirms (p. 52. ) that ſeveral Spu- 
rions Pieces have been quoted by the Fathers as 
of equal Authority with thoſe which we receive; 
even by thoſe Fathers upon whoſe Teſtimony 
the preſent Canon is Eſtabliſnd. From whence 


it is evident, he would and muſt infer, that 
thoſe Spurious and our Canonical Books ought 
to go together, and either be equally admitted WW 
or cqually rejected, ſince they are founded upon 


the ſame Teſtimonies, 


( 2. ) He looks upon the Epiſtles of Barnabas, 
the Paſtor of Hermas, the Epiſtles of Folker 
a | 0] 


New Teftament Vindicated. 


of Clemens Biſhop of Rome, and Ignatius, to be 
all Forgeries, (p. 43, 46.) and yet he tells us 
(b. 44. ) that the Ancients pay d them the higheſt 
Reſpe, and reckon'd the firſt four of them eſpecially 
as good as any part of the New Teſtament. So 
that the Teſtimony of the Ancients for the 
Canon of the New Teſtament ſeems to be of no 


put Forgeries in the ſame rank with the Books 
thereof, and eſteem'd them of the ſame Autho- 
rity. 


( 3. ) He urges (p. 47.) that he can't 
underſtand why the Writings of St. Mark and 
St. Luke ſhould be receiv'd into the Canon, and 
thoſe of Clemens Biſhop of Rome and St. Barna- 
bas be excluded, by thoſe who look upon them 
as Genuine, Since the two former were not 
Apoſtles, but only Companions and Fellow- 
Labourers with the Apoſtles, and ſo were the 
two latter as well as they. 


( 4. ) We Read (p. 56.) in ſo many words, 
that, There is not one ſingle Book of the New 
Teſtament, which was not refus'd by ſome of the 
Ancients as unjuſtly Father d upon the Apoſtles, and 
really forg d by their Ad ver ſaries. 


( 5. ) He tells us in the ſame Page, That 


bat 
Bir Ehe Epiſtle to the Hebrews, that of St. James, the 


Fecond of St. Peter, the Second and Third of St. 
ohn, the Epiſtle of St. Jude, and the Revelation, 
pere a long time plainly doubted by tbe Ancients. 
And as if this had not been enough he adds (p. 
64.) that they were rejected a long time by al 
Lbriſtians, almoſt with univerſal conſent. 

B 2 (6.) To 


value, ſince, if well believe our Author, they 
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ung d againſt them, as retratted before. 
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( 6. ) To ſhow that hell leave no Stone 
unturn'd to expreſs the favourable Opinion he 
has of the New Teſtament, he brings in Celſus Wi ; 
a-Heathen (p. 60.) as a Witneſs againſt. the WW} 
Chriſtians, Who. exclaims againſt the too great lc 
Liberty they took (as if they were drunk ) of chang- . 
ing the firſt Writings of the Goſpel, three or four or i; 
more times, that fo they might deny whatever was 


( 7. ) To celſus in the ſame Page, he joynsif 
the Manicheans, (fitly enough I confeſs) who 
ſhew d other Scriptures, and dem d the Genuineneſs 
of the whole New Teſtament. | 


(8. ) Weare told ( p. 64.) that the Ebio- 
aites or Nazarens (who were the oldeſt Chriſtians ) 
had a different Copy of St. Matthews Goſpel ; the 
Marcionites had a very different one of St, Luke's; 
St. John's was attributed to Cerinthus; and all 
the Epiſtles of St. Paul were deny d by ſome, and af 
different Copy. of them ſhew'd by others. 


(9. ) He urges (p. 53, 54.) that Euſebius re-f 
jets the Acts, Goſpel, Preaching and Re vela ion ff 
Peter from being Authentick for no other reaſon, but 
becauſe no Ancient or Modern Writer ( ſays he) 
has quoted proofs out of them. But herein Euſebiusfl 
was miſtaken, for the contrary appears by the Teſti» 
monies mark d in the Catalogue, which any Boch 
may compare with the Originals. In another place 
he ſays that the Goſpels of Peter, Thomas, Mat- 
thias, and ſuch like, with the Ads of John, and 
the other Apoſtles are Spurious , becauſe no Ec- 
cleſiaſtick Writer, from the Times of the Apoſtles 

donn 


New 'Teflament Vindicated. 

down. to bis own, has wouchſaf'd to quote them, 
which is abſolutely Falſe of ſome of them, as we have 
already ſhewn. Had Euſebius found any of 
theſe Pieces cited by the precedent Orthodox Writers, 
be would have own'd them as Genuine Produdtions 
of the Apoſiles, and admitted them, as we ſay, into 
the Canon, But having met no ſuch Citations, he 
reſently concluded there were none, which made im 
reject thoſe Books, And I ſay ( what I have al- 
— demonſtrated ) that Proof were quored out of 
ome of them long before, ſo that they might 08, 
Wclong to the Canon for all Euſebius, 


( 10. ) He Produces (p. 69, Cc.) a long 
Faſſage out of Mr. Dodwell, which, (if we'll be- 
ieve him) Reflects more upon the Canon of 
he New Teſtament, as to the certainty and 
\uthority of it, then any thing which had 
Ween before excepted againſt in the Lite of 
11 ton, 


Now let any one lay all theſe Paſſages to- 
tether, and I fancy he'll be of my mind, and 
Eaſily believe that our Author's Vindication of - 
imſelf againſt Mr. Blackall was impertinent, 
d ſuch a preſuming on the weakneſs of his 
eaders, as is not uſual ; ſince he preſently 
ter commits that fault . thongh doubt he'll 
Wot call it ſo) from which juſt before he at- 
mpted to clear himfelf, and makes no ſcruple 
all of expoſing the Writings of the New 
ament, which we believe to be Canonical, 
$ doubtful and uncertain. 


B 3 


I ſuppoſe it will not be thought ſufficient 
for me only to have proceeded thus far, and 
(in our Authors Language, p. 8.) to have ſhown 
the Enemy and given an account of bus Forces, 
except I endeavour to weaken them too, and 
thereby hinder them from doing ſuch Executi- 
on as they ſeem to threaten. "ng 


A 


But becauſe the Particulars above-alleg'd, 

are Objections againſt the general Doctrin ot 
the Church in the matter now before vs, I'll 
think it will be proper, before 1 examine them, 
to lay down the Grounds upon which the Cana 


of the New Teſtament has been fix'd and deter- 


min d. Which 1 ſhall do with all the Brevity, 


the Subject will admit of, as deſigning to en- 
large upon and confirm ſeveral Particulars in 


the ſequal of this Diſcourſe, where fit occafion 
will be offer Cd. N . 


The Word Canon is Originally Greek, and in 
the Ordinary acceptation ſignifies a Rule, and} 
therefore when made uſe of in Divinity, we 
underſtand by the Canon and Canonical Books, 
thoſe Books, which were deſign'd by God to be 


the Rule of our Faith and Practice. 


nr 


New Teſtament Vindicated. 


I ſhall not diſcourſe any thing now concern- 
ing the Books of the Old Teſtament, becaule 
they are no part of the preſent, controverſy. 
＋ But in the New Teſtament, thoſe Books only 
are accounted Canonical, which were- Written, 
or however Authoriz'd, by the Apoſtles. 


— T — 


+ I think it pertain'd to the Apoſtles, to approve the 
WSacred Books — Neither have we any Canonical 
Bock, either of the Old or New Teitament, but thoſe 


. | MEwhich the Apoſtles approv'd and deliver d to the Church. 

— EMec/cbior Canus in bu Common Places, I. 2. c. 7. p. 43. 
1 Edit. Lov, 1569. Octavo. 

non The Church, like a faithful Guardian, hath preſerved 

er - Wand conveyed to her Children, as Writings received from 


ity, be Apoſtles, not only what they Penned themſelves, 
ons but alſo thoſe Pieces too, which being Wrote by Perſons 
4 who were not Apoftles, yet were by the Apoſtles con- 


rmed, Publickly Approved, and recommended to the Church, 
Arch Biſhop of Sp:lato, in his Chriſtian Common I ealtb, 
. 7. c. 1. S. 15. Edit. Hanov. 1622. 
No other Books properly belonging to the Holy 
criptures, but ſuch as the Apoſtles of Chrift left behind 
5 * Bp. Coſins if. of the Canon of tbe Old Teſtament, 
ect, 73. p. 80. | | 
So ſiecuile Epi ſcopius, in his Inſtitutions, (J. 4. Se@. 
WT. c. 5.) Remarks that thoſe Books make up the Canon 
Wot the New Teſtament, which were either Wrote by the 
ſpoſtles or with their Approbation. And again in his Treas» 
iſe of the Rule of Faith, c. 7. Whatever was Wrote 
pr Approv'd by the Apoſtles, was, without Controverſy, dictat- 
d by tbe Holy Ghoſt, He does not mean in this laſt place, 
as ſome perhaps may be-ready to underftand him,) that 
he very Words were dictated; for then there could have 
Ppeen no diverſity of Style in the Sacred Writers: But 
hat, as the Matter and Subſtance of all Doctrines con- 
ain'd in the New Teſtament were deriv'd from Divine 
Nevelation, ſo even, in relating matters of Fact, all the 
Holy Pen-men had ſuch a meaſure of Aſſiſtance from 
Above, as was neceſſary for them. See bis Inſtitut. I. 4. 
0h, 1. c. 4. p. 232, 233. 
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K \ The Canon of the 
For they being the Immediate Diſciples of 

and Attendants upon our Lord, and being Com- 
miſſion'd by him to inſtruct the World in the 
Doctrin which he taught them, were without 
. doubt “ infallible, (for elſe they might have 
led the World into unavoidable Error) and 
therefore their Teaching, their Writings, their 
Judgment ought to be receiv'd with all Venera- 
tion and Submiſſion. 

St. Paul is reckon'd juſtly of the ſame Autho- 
' rity with the reſt, becauſe our Saviour was 
pleas d to appear to him from Heaven, reveal 
his Goſpel to him in his own Perſon, and ap- 
point him an Apoſtle after an extraordinary 
manner; for he Receiv'd his Commiſſion not 
from Men (as himſelf tells us, Gal. 1. 1, 12.) 
but from Jeſus Chriſt and God the Father. 

What the Apoſtles Wrote, and what they 
Authoriz'd, can be known no other way, then 
by the Teſtimonies of thoſe who liv'd at the 
ſame time with them, and the Tradition of thoſe 
who ſucceeded chem. 5 


— — 3 
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* If any Preacher* or Writers, beſides, teach Errone- 
ous or Falſe Doctrin, we may judge of and correct it by 
conſulting the Books of the New Teſtament. But if the 
Writers and Authorizers of them were liable to Errour, 
we have no poſkble way of redreſſing the miftakes. into 
which they might lead us. We may he certain therefore 
they were infallible i in conveying to us the Principles of 
our Holy Faith, ſince it appears abſolutely neceſſ ty that 
they ſhould de ſo. And our Bleſſ Lord himicli has 
given us molt ample A'urance thereof, in working ſo Wi 
many Miracles by the hands of them and their [mediate fy 
Succeſſors, to prove the Divine Authoriry o the Dottrin, 
which the Apoſtles deliver'd in his Name, and of the 
Books too (as well as Sermons ) wherein it was Publiſh'd 
to the World by their Viting or Direction. ah 

| nd 
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thoſe Writings as Canonical, or a Rule of their 


they Treated. | 
Churches were aſſur'd, either by the Teſtimony 


of thoſe who knew it themſelves, or by certain 
Tradition, that ſuch and ſuch were Apoſtolical 


Writings, they too eſteem'd them Canonical, 
preſervd them as ſuch themſelves, and as ſuch 
tranſmitted them to others. 


Hence it appears, that the Written Canon 
encreas'd gradually in it ſelf, as the Apoſtles 
Wrote new Books, and was likewiſe gradual- 
ly ſpread over the World, as Particular 
Churches receiv'd thoſe Books from others , 


with good Teſtimonies and Evidences of their 


being; the genvine Works of thoſe, under whoſe 
Names they were convey*d to them. No won- 
der then, if ſome Books were ſooner and ſome 
later receiv'd as Canonical, by the Univerſal 


Body of Chriſtians in all Places, becauſe either 
the Books themſelves, or the Teſtimonials to 


prove them Apoſtolical, might, nay Naturally 
would, be tranſmitted to ſome Churches later 
then others, as they were Situated nearer. to, 
or remov'd farther from, thoſe Cities or Coun- 


= trys, where they were firſt Publiſh'd, or 
& enjoy*d a greater or leſs intercodtſe with 
them. | 


But the General conveying of a great part of 
them over the whole Chriſtian Church, ſeems 
to have been perform'd in the Beginning of 
the Second Century, about the time of St. Zob#'s 
2 Death 


And therefore whenever. any Churches re- 
ceivd any Writings, to Inſtruf them in Re- 
ligion, from the Apoſtles, they look'd upon 


Faith and Manners, in the Particulars whereof 
And whenever any other 


a - 
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III. 


The Canon of the 
Death, or immediately after it. For as Euſe- 
bius tells us, in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory (J. 3. 
c. 37.) there were then great numbers of 
Perſons, Diſciples of the Apoſtles, who travelPFd 
over the World, building up Churches where 
the Apoſtles had before lay'd the Foundations, 
and Preaching the Faith of Chriſt in other Places, 
which had never heard of it before, carrying 
along with them the Copies of the Goſpels to all 
. Countreys whither they Travell'd. And it is 
very probable, that they took with them ſome 
other parts of the New Teſtament beſides , 
fince as we ſhall immediately ſee from the Te- 


ſtimonies of Jreneus and Tertullian, they were 
own d and admitted every where ſoon after. 


For the clearing of which, I ſhall confider 
what Books were firſt taken into the Canon , 
by the whole Church, and what afterwards ; 
not omitting alſo to remark that they had be- 


ſides, ſome that were ſtil'd Eccleſiaſtical ; and 


others Spurious and Suppoſitious. 


( 1. ) The Four Goſpels, the As of the | 


Apoſtles, Thirteen Epiſtles of St. Paul (that to 
the + Hebrews being excepted ) the firſt of St. 
Peter, and the firſt of St. ohn, were all receiv d 
over the Chriſtian World, in the time of Euſebius, 


6—— 5 
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+ Euſebius ſeems in J. 3. c. 25. to take the Epiſtle to 8 
the Hebrews into the Canon, but becauſe he does not 
expreſly name it there, and in the 34. Ch. of that Book, 


he tells, that it was queſtion'd by ſome ; I have therefore 
left it out, as a Book that was not Vnjver/ally taken into 
the Canon at that time. 15 
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as appears from his (4) Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, (a) L. 3, 
To him I might joyn Athanafms, the Council of C. 24+ 

Laodicea, Epiphanius, Rufinus, &c. But becauſe 


| 

4 they Wrote a while after, when the whole Canon 
e of the New Teſtament began to be ſettled, their 
„ Teſtimony will reach the other Books, as well 
55 as theſe under conſideration, and therefore I 


ſhall reſerve them for — place. It's true 
indeed Exſebius and thoſe others did not Publiſh - 
their Judgments on this Subject till above 300 
W Years after Chriſt, and therefore ſeem ſome- 
W thingof the lateſt to be Witneſſes in a caſe of 
this Nature, But then we ought to obſerve, 
not only that they ſpeak poſitively what was 
the general Judgment of their Days, but that . 
three of them appeal to the Tradition of the Churehb, 
and the Teſtimony of the Ancients, who, living 
'nearer the Age of the Apoſtles, had better op- 
portunities of informing themſelves from Au- 
= thentick Proofs, what were their true and Ge- 
nuine Works. It was upon this Teſtimony of 
Primitive and ſucceeding Mriters, that the Catho- 
lick Church did, in the time above-mention'd, 
admit theſe Books as Apoſtolical, and account 
them for Canonical Parts of the New Teſta- 
ment. Many of the Writings, which they con- 
ſulted, are now Periſh'd, but ſome have been 
W preſerv'd to our days, from which I ſhall pro- 
duce an Inſtance or two, to ſhow that the 
Church, in the time of Euſebius, had real war- 
rant from Antiquity, to look upon the Books} 4 
x whereof I am now ſpeaking , as Canonical or | 


k, 9 Rules of Faith, ſince they had been eſteem d for 
* ſuch long before, and were attributed to them, 


whoſe Names they bear, by their Predeceſſors. 
Thus Tertullian, who flouriſh'd at the end of the 
. Second 


12 
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Second Century, tells us expreſly, in his Dif- 


courſe of the Preſcription of Hereticks, that the 


coc. 36. (b) Law and the Prophets, the Goſpels and Apoſto- 


lick Writing, were the Books, from whence we are 


to learn our Faith. And that we may know what 


he meant by Goſpels and Apoſtolick Writings (fot 


about them we are only concern'd at preſent ). 


he does, as occaſion was offer'd, in his ſeveral 
Treatiſes, appeal to all the Books above mention d 


. (* excepting only the Epiſtle to Philemon, out 


of which, being very ſhort, he had no occaſion, 
I ſuppoſe, to produce any Teſtimonies ) as the 
real Writings of the Apoſtles, and Perſons to whom 


— 
T” 


, 


* If it be enquir'd what Evidence we have that the 
Epiſtle to Ph:Jemon ( ſince it's quoted neither by Ler- 
tullian nor Freneus ) belongs to this firſt ſet of Canonical 
Books, I anſwer, ( 1. ) That Euſebius, and Gregory Nas 
21anzen both in his Fambicks to Seleucus, and his Peem con- 
cerning the genuine Books of the Scripture, manifeſtly reckon 


this Epiſtle among thoſe parts of the Canon which were 


never doubted of. ( 2. ) Origen expreſly aſcribes it to 
St. Paul, in his Nineteenth Homily on Feremy, (Ed. G. 
I. ) p. 185. ( 3+) Though Tertullian does not in direct 
terms tell us that it was accounted one of the Canonical 
Books in his time, yet he ſays that from whence it 
neceſſarily follows. For J. 5. againſt Marcion, c. 21.) 
he wonders why that Heretick rejected the Epiſtles to 
Timothy and Titus, which concern the State of the whole 
Chur ch, when yet he receivid another written to a ſingle 
Berſon, as well as theſe 5 whereby none cau be under- 


ſtood but this to Philemon, Since 'ti: well known that 4 


Marcion rejected afl the Canonical Epiſtles, aud conſe- 


quently the Second and Third of St. 70%; which alſo | : | 


were not at that time generally embrac'd by the Catho- 
licks. And therefore ſince he and the Catholicks agreed 
in receiving one Epiſtle. to a jingle Perſon, it muſt nes 
ceſſarily be this; For he rejected all the others, 
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. we aſcribe them. And Jreneus before him, who 
"X convers'd, as we learn from himſelf, with (e) (c) L. 3. 
J- Pulycarp, and (d) others that had been inſtruct- + 
re ed by the Apoſtles and immediate Diſciples of 0d) Lz. c. 

a Dy 50 39. 
it our Lord, mentions (e) the Code of the New Te- (e) I. 1. c. 
t ſtament as well as of the Old, calls the one as 1. 5. 19.4. 
). 8. well as the other, the (F) Oracles of God, and a, 
C Writings di@ated by his Word aud Spirit, ſpeaks (5% 1. 
d expreſly ſeveral times (h) of the four Goſpels , 1. . 33. 
and quotes the ſame Books of the New Teſtament, (g) J. 2. c. 
1, which we obſerv'd Tertullian does, and under 47: 
be the Names of the ſame Authors that he does , s 
m even of thoſe by whom we now believe they * 


thoſe times for reyecting their Authority. They 
were Hereticks only that rejected them in thoſe 
early Ages, neither does it appear that ſo much 
as one of the Books we are now conſidering, was 
ever doubted of, or call'd in queſtion by any 
of the Members of the Catholick Church, af- 
ter they were once publickly known. This is 


to enough to evince, that Euſebius, and the Church 
5 in his time, had Teſtimonies of the Ancients 
co aſſure them, that the Books above - ſpeciſid 


were really the Writings of the Diſciples and 
W Followers of our Saviour. And beſides theſe 
| + two 


were written, and blames (i) the Hereticks of (i) 1, 3. c. 


2. 
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the Epiſtle of St. James and of St. Jude, and 
the Revelation, were at the beginning queſtion d 


not, as being not then fully ſatisfy*d, every- 


+ 


ie Canon of the 

+ two Authors now mention'd, there are o- 
thers ſtill Extant, as Clemens of Alexandria, 
Origen and Cyprian , who confirm the ſame 
Truth, and many now loſt, which they then 
had in their hands, from whence they drew 
further Proofs and Evidences in this matter. 


( 2. ) The Epiſtle to the Hebrems, the Second 
of St. Peter, the Second and Third of St. John 


by ſome, as Euſ-bius informs us in the Book and 
Chapter above-alleg'd ; but then, as the ſame 
Author in the ſame Places aſſures us, they were 
receiv'd and acknowledg'd by many others. The 

Agreement about theſe , was not ſo general 
and uniform as about the other Books. Some 
Perſons, and Churcbes perhaps, receiv'd them 
all, but the whole Body of the Catholicks did 


where , concerning the Evidence which was 
produc'd for them. Yet neither were they ge- 
nerally rejected, as ſome pretend. For ſeveral 
of them were receiv'd in ſeveral Places ; as it 
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+ Freneus and Jertullian ought not to be accounted 
here as fingle Witneſſes ; but as thoſe which deliver what 
was the Judgment of all thoſe Churches, with which they 
convers'd. Sce hereafter Set. XXXIII. where particular 
Places are produc'd out of both of them, in which they i 
quote the (ſeveral Boeks under the Names of thoſe Au- 
tnors, to whom they are now aſcrib'd ; and 'tis alſo BY 
prov'd, Sed, XXXIV. that what they believ'd concerning 
them, was confirm'd by the Suffrage of the Univerſal 
Church, that is, all thoſe parts of it with which they had CCC 
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would be very eaſy to prove from Jreneus, Ter- ) 
tullian, and others of the Fathers yet extant. N 
Of which more by and by when we come to 
our Author's fifth Objection. But however the 
caſe was at firſt, it is apparent that upon a 
due Examination of the Teſtimonies of the 
Ancients, produc'd on their behalf, theſe alſo 
were, in proceſs of Time, receiv'd into the 
Canon. For (i) Athanaſins, in one of his Feſti- (i) 446. 
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a 3 val Epiſtles, Wrote about 20 Years after the nl. Vol. 2. 
4 {Hiſtory of Euſebius, reckons them expreſly among G. L.. 30. 
d be ſreſt. So does alſo () the Council of Lao- and BA. 
7 dicea * 1 only the Rewelatz Sod ſam. p. 92. 
16 area *, excepting only tne Revelation. oes (K) Ibid p. 


( 
2 l 850. 


he W 
al *The Council of Laodicea (Can. 59.) forbids reading 
ok Pſalms of private Compoſition or Uncanonical Books in the 


WC hurch, and commands, that only the Canonical Books of the 


1M OM and New Teſtament ſbould be read there, And then 
id 9 dds (Can. 60. ) Theſe Books of the Old Teſtament ought to 
y-. Read, Geneſis, Exodus, Oc. And of the New, theſe, 

39 be four Goſpels, &c. Reckoning up all thoſe which we 
as gount Canonical, only leaving out the Revelation. Now 
ere difficulty is, whether the Revelation be left out, as 
ral Book that is not Canonical, in the Judgment of the 
it ouncil, or as a Canonical Book, which is not fit to be 


WP ublickly Read, becauſe not intelligible by the generality. 

or my part, I muſt ſay, that 1 cannot determine this ih 
Nueſtion either the one way or the other. For fince * 
ne Fathers have not expreſly declar'd themſelves, 
right, for ought we can tell, leave it out as a Boo _ 
hich they thought not Canonical; or they might leave 

cut as a Canonical Book, which could not be rightly 

ander ſtood by Common Hearers. For thus the Church 

f England does not Read this Book in the Leſſons, for 

hat very Reaſon, but only ſome ſmall Portions, inſtead 

f the Epiſtles, on ſome peculiar Feſtivals. And thus alſo 

he Reads no part at all of the Canticles upon the ſame 

ccount, and yet has aſſerted both the one and the other 

Y be part of the Canon, in the Thirty Nine Articles. 


(1) Epiphanius, 
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(1) Eereſ. 0 Epiphanius and ſo alſo does (mn) Rufimii 
76. p. 94 f. towards the end of that Century, and wouches 
the Authority of the Ancients and the Monument; 


(md 


Creed p. 


26. 


(nx) Fol. 2. | 
Seleucus (which ſometimes go under the Name 


5. 194+ 


2160 


(q) 4. C. 


450. 


See alſo 
o II, 


of that 


Council, p. 


„. 


63 3. 


alſo had done before him. 


Books were in his time doubted of by ſome, 


Jerome, that when he Wrote his. Letter to 


Greek the Revelation. But he declares poſitives 


into the Code of the Univerſal Church, and 


to decide. Certain it is from the Sixteenth 


„ 


The Canon of the 


of his Predeceſſors for ſo doing. As Athinaſius 


Nazianzen (n) indeed in his Fambicks to 


of Amphilochius ) tells us that the Controverted 


But tis plain from the Verſes,. under his own 
Name, (o) concerning the C enuine Books of Seri. 
pture, that he receiv'd them all, the Revelation 
only excepted. And it appears too by (p) St. 


Dardanus, ſeveral of the Latine Church rejected 
the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, and ſeveral of the 


ly, that he own'd both for Canonical, becauſe 
moſt of the Ancients had done ſo before him. How. 
ever the Council of Laodicea being admitted 


afterwards more ſolemnly ratify'd, among o- 
thers, in the firſt Canon of the (4) Fourth 
General Council, ſhows plainly that both the 
Eaſtern and Weſtern Churches did then receive 
all the Pieces mention d above, for Canonical, ex- 
cepting the Revelation only; and what opinion 
they had of that, we can't Judge from this Argu- 
ment, becauſe the Laodicean Fathers had ſaid 
nothing of it in their laſt Canon. When it 
was firſt Uni ver ſally receiv'd is not very eaſy} 


Canon of the Fourth Councel at (r) Toledo, that 
there were very many then, at leaſt in Spain, 
who rejected it. And certain it is from the 
ſame Canon, if we may believe the Fathers who 
compos d 


err, . > Ars anos. 
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compos'd it, that it had been declat'd formerly 
part of the New Teſtament by many Councils 
and Synodical Decrees. But the Names of 
thoſe Councils, which had aſſerted the Divine 
Authority of this Book, are not there ſer down; 
and therefore l muſt Ingenionſly confeſs that 1 
can't tell what Synods the Fathers had an Eye | 
to therein, beſides that of (s) Carthage, which (s) 4. cri. 
reckons the Apocalypſe by Name, among the 419. 
Canonical Books of the New Teſtament. For 
as to the Famous Decree of the Roman Council 3 
under Gelaſ3us, || 1 ſuppoſe that was not forg'd () See . 
till ſome years after the Fathers at Toledo made 22 8 
the Canon which we are now conſidering. „ri in 
However, it is Evident that many of the moſt Gelaſius. 
Primitive Fathers acknowledg'd the Revelation 
to be (t) Divine, and Written by St. John the (t) See 
Apoſtle; it is Evident too from what has been #*7<after | 
above alledg'd, that Athanaſius, Jerome, and 2 . 
Rufinus recelv'd it, and appeal'd to the Ancients ? 
as their Warrant for ſo doing. We have ſeen 
WT likewiſe that it was own'd by Epiphanius, and 
W& acknowled'd as Canonical by a Synod. at Car- 
We thage. It was admitted alſo for ſuch by (u) (u)Proles; 
St. Hilary, (x) St. Ambroſe, () St. Auguſtin, to the 
and many others of that and ſucceeding Ages, ?/aims p. 


alſo by the Council of Toledo above mentioned, ce 35 


| Wy But whether the diffuſive Body of the Church, of Virgins 


was fo far ſati fy'd of its being Authentick, as 5. 98. 


to receive it every where for ſuch, till it was E f 


ſtabliſh'd by the Sanction of the Sixth General 2% c. 
F (=) Council, 1 ſhall not take upon me to deter- 2 1, C. 
mine. However, then the Controverſy ſeems 680. 
to have been brought to an end, if not before. 
For the Fathers of that Aſſembly having re- 
ceiv'd, not only we Decrees of the Council of 
| 2 | Carthage, 
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Carthage, but alſo (which is more expreſs in 
(a) Can.2. the caſe) (a) the Epiſtle of Athanaſius above- 
mention'd, did thereby own the Revelation to be 
Properly Canonical, and the whole Church of 
that Age | (eſpecially the Orientals among 
whom this Book had been moſt queſtion'd ) ſub- 
mitting to their Authority, back'd with fo 
good Evidence, This, as well as the other contro- 
_ vVerted Pieces had been, was afterwards reckon'd 

as a Genuine part of the New Teſtament. 


+ That the Syrians Read none of the Controverted 
Pieces in their Churches, beſides the Epiſile to the Hs 
brews and that of St. Fames, is Evident from the New Wl 
Teſtament, which Ignatius Patriarch of Antioch, ſent to 
be Printed in Europe, the laſt Century, and was actually 
Printed by Widmanſtadius at Vienna in the Year 1554, 
But why they do ſo, may be a queſtion. It does not ſeem 
to be, becauſe they look ' upon the reſt as not Canonical, 
for they have them too in the Syriack Tongue, as we 
may learn from Bp. Walton and F. Simon. If I may have 
| leave to interpole my Conjecture, I ſhould think it pro 
(11)SeeBp. ceeds from hence , (||) that this Tranſlation is vey 
Waltons Ancient, and was Certainly made before the controveriel Ml 
Apparatus - Boobs were Untverſally veceiv'd, and their Lectionaries or 
to the Poh - Rubricks adapted to it. And having no other Verfion 
Slot Bible, made, till many years after, of the reſt of the Catholic 
Proleg. 13. Epiſtles and the Revelation, they would not alter the odd 
S. 15. Iectionaries (when they had one) as they muſt have 
done if they had taken in the other Pieces. This mai 
be judg'd a fond thing, and ſo it is; but not half fo fond 
and contrary to common Senſe, as what is practis'd by 
the Romuniſts, theſe very Syrians, and ſome others of the 
Faſtern Churches. For the Scriptures having been oe 
old Tranſlated into the Languages of Particular Coun-W 
tries, that they might be underſtood by the Common i 
People as well in the Publick Service as in their Private 
Reading, they ſtill continue ( fo Superſtitious are they Wl 
in obſerving an old Cuſtom ) to Nad them and Celebrate 
their Liturgies in Latin? and the Ancient Jongues of the 
Places ſpecified, though they are now grown quite out 


of ule, and the Unlcarned underſtand not one word of 
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in That theſe Books were not every where. ad- 
* mitted upon their fir} appearing, ſhows that 


the Church did not proceed raſhly and carelelly 


of in the caſe. And that they were every-where 
wg admitted afterward, ſhows that there was clear 
11 


Proof and Evidence on their behalf, and there- 
fore they have been ever ſince joyn'd to the 


Wthruſt idco the World under venerable Names 
was clear contrary. They flouriſh'd a little 
Wand made a ſhow, when they firſt came abroad, 
but after a while, nor being able to ſtand a 
Witrict Examination, vaniſk'd and fell to nothing; 


ally Wo that little has been leſt of moſt of them, be- 
A* Wides their Names, for many Ages. 

D wa, +167 To rai 
* (3.) There have been always in the Church, 
aavepeſides theſe, other Writings that were call d 


pro ccieſiaſtical. Such under the New Teſtament, 
eee the Works of the Ancient Fathers, which. 
; orfÞav< ever been look'd upon as uſeful and of 
fon good Authority (though not iafallible as the 


lick {WEanonical Scripture is,) being generally com- 
010 pos'd, not only by Pious and Learned Meng 
— ut alſo by choſe, who liv'd in, or near, the 
fond Primitive Ages of Chriſtianity; and conſequent- 

d b had better opportunities of being acquaint 


Pith the Doctrin and Practice of the firſt 
Preachers thereof, then we have. And among 
heſe, they have always been eſteem'd of the 
reateſt Authority ( if their Character was 
nſwerable upon other accounts) who flonriſh'd 
Ind wrote neareſt the times of the Apoſtles, 
Df this ſort is (that which is call?d) the firſt 
Piſtle of Clemens to the Corinthians, which 

C 2 thovgh 


Wreſt of the Books, which we eſteem Canonical. 
The caſe of thoſe Spurious Pieces, which were 


py 
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though Euſcbius tells us was of ſo great Eſtima- 
(b) Zccl. tion (b) as to be Read Publickly in ſeveral 
Hiſt. 1. 3. Churches, yet he (c) excludes it from the 
1 : Canon. And ſo he does the Paſtor of (d) Her- 
. 2. mas, which both he, and (e) Athanaſius and 
(d) Ibid. Rufinus, acknowledge to have been Read too, 
(e) In ile openly in ſome places, yet they all joyn in 
_ 5% railing it no higher then an Eccleſiaſtical Piece, 
Kids Which I therefore remark here, becauſe we 
Section. ſhall find our Author hereafter making a great 


ſtir with theſe two Treatiſes. 


1 ( 4. ) Several * Spurious Writings were allo W 

Publiſh'd very early in the Church, under the 

Names of the Apoſtles and other great Men 

of which our Author has given a large Cata- 

logue. Theſe were for the moſt part compos'd 

(f) Fern. by (F) Gnaſtick and other Hereticks to main - 
1. c 17. tain and propagate their Falſe and Wicked 
Opinions, and ſome too were the Works off 

Zealous but Simple Catholicks. As for in- 

ſtance, the Travels of Paul and Thecla, the Au- 

cg) Trea- thor of which, as (g) Tertullian and (h) St. 
riſe of Jerom inform vs, wrote it ont of Love to St. 
B4p1.c.17- Paul. He was diſcover'd in the Life time of St. 


9 Beck John, and by him Cenſur'd. Many of theſe 


Writ, in were found out to be Cheats aſſoon as they 
Luke. F : 


Mah. 2 ä * 


* Thoſe Writings, which were Publiſh'd under fall 
Names, were certainly Spurious. But it is not necefſar 
to ſuppoſe that all, which the Fathers call'd 4poeryphal hn 
were of that ſort. For the Title of Apocryphal is ofte 
apply'd to ſuch Ancient Books, as were no part of thy 
Canon; many of which were certainly no Forgeries. St 
hereafter Sei, XXIII. 


. * 
Cam . 
. 
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came abroad, and others, not till after ſons 


a- years. However they were generally diſcover'd 
al ſooner or later, ſo that of the Forgeries of the 
he firſt Ages, there is little remaining to our 
jo Times, except the bare Titles, 

0, Having premis'd thus much , I ſhall now 
2 proceed to conſider the ObjeRjons of our 


Author. 


I. Then he affirms (p. 52. ) that ſcveral 
Spurious Books were quoted by ihe Fathers, as 
/ equal Authority, with thole which we now 


ſo receive, even by thoſe Fathers, upon whoſe 
the Teſtimony the preſent Canon is Eſtabliſh'd. 
= From whence, it iz Evident, he would and muſt 
ita 


infer that thoſe Spurious and eur Canonical 


8d Books ought ro go together, and either be e- 
in- Wqually admitted or be equally rejected, ſince 
= J they are founded upon ihe fame 1etimon?. 
of; 

. = 24 5 | | 

in- To which I Auſwer, 

Av 

St ( 1.) That the quoting other Authors in the 


1 ſame Diſcourſes , wherein we appeal ro the 
= Writings of the Sacred Volums, is no Evidence 
that we Judge them of the fame Authority. 
For is there any thing more vſnal in Moral and 
Theological Treatiſes, then to Cite the Sori- 
ptures and Fathers and Philoſophers, and Poets 


bow too, ſometimes, Promiſcuouſly, as there is Oc- 
hs Wgcalion? And yet no Man in his Wirs ever 
often thought, that by fo doing, cheſe three laſt were 


Geclar'd as infallible 2s the firſt, How often 
have Tully and Sencca and Plato and others of 
their Rank, been quoted be Chriſtizn Writers 

CY 11 
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(i) Mon. 
fieur Va- 
Jois's notes 
on Euſeb. 
l. 3. Co 38. 


in the ſame Diſcourſes, wherein they have 


oil) Though our Author affirms in this 
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fetch'd Proofs from the Evangeliſts and Apo- 
ſtles? And yet, I dare ſay, they never dreamt 
that, for ſo doing, they might be charg'd as 
making Tully equal to St. John, or Seneca to St, 
Paul, We quote Authors, not always as con- 
vincing Proofs of the Truth of what we de- 
liver, but ſorfetimes becauſe they expreſs them- 
ſelves handſomly, argue Pathetically, Reaſon 
cloſely, or to ſhow that others have been of the 
lame Judgment with us, though at the ſame 
time we think them no more infallible then we 
do our ſelves. And after this manner, (that! 
may come cloſe to our Authors Objection) did 
Origen proceed, who is obſerv'd to have cited 
as many Apocryphal Writings as any almoſt 
of the Fathers (though he produces generally, 
if we'l believe (i) a Learned Man, woo, 


a £11 5 — 


but what is profirable or uſeful from them 
and yet he does not advance any of them into 
the Canon, but reſervd that Honour for thoſe Bll 
Books to which it did belong. x 


8 "= —_— — | a 5 4 
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Objection, that the Fathers quoted ſeveral Spu- 
rious Books as of equal Authority with thoſe 
which we account Canonical, yet he gives us no 
proof thereof, ſince the bare Citing both to- 
gether is, as we have ſeen, no Evidence. Some- 
thing indecd he offers at (p. 44.) which ſounds 
like an Argument, and to that perhaps he may i 
here refer, and therefore I have put it in the 
Second place, that I may allow every thing, he 
ee 


$ 
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II. Therefore, He looks upon the Epiſtles off. yy 
Barnabas, the Paſtor of Hermas, the Epiſtles of. 1 
Clemens Bp. of Rome, Polycarp and Ignatius to be 
all Forgeries (p. 43. 46. || ) and yet tells us, (p. 
44, ) that the Ancients pay d them the higheſt re- 
ret, and reckon'd the four firſt of them eſpecially. 
as ood as any part of the New Teſtament. . 50. 
that the Teltimony of the Ancients for the. 
Canon of the New Teſtament ſeems to be of 
no value, ſince, if we'l believe dur Auther, they 
pot Forgeries in the ſame Rank with the Books: 
thereof, and eſteem'd them of the fame Au» 
thority. | | 
(I.) To which I Anſwer, That the Poſitive 
Charge of Forgeries ſeems a little too confident, 
at this time of day, upon ſo many Books at a 
clap; moſt of which have had a good Reputa- 
tion for ſeveral Ages, and have been of late 
days juſtified and defended by the Pens of 
divers of the firſt Rank for Learning and Criti- 
Wciſm. But our Author has no conſideration 
for that. The Writers of theſe Pieces were all 
(if we'l be perſwaded by him) /gnorant and 
WSupcrſtitious, whatever Opinion the World may 
W have formerly entertain'd of the Knowledge 
and Piety of any of them; and their Aſſertors, 
Men of no Judgment and Underſtanding, who 
undertook a cauſe, which can't be defended, 
For ſo we Read (p. 38.) It's the eaſieſt task in 
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S {| Whether what our Author produces out of Orivex, © 
e. 45. ) as from {;naius, concerning the Devils being 
We 2grorant of the Virginity of the Virgin Mary, &c. be de- 
fſiga'd as an Objection againſt the Epiſtle wherein the 
Expreſſion is found, or no, I cant teil: If it be, I ſhall 
refer him for an Anſwer to Arch-Biſhop Uſber, in his 
Prolegomena to the Epiſtles of that Father, c. 12. p. Ixxxi. 
Ox, Edit. 1644. 470. 2 tbe 


The Canon of the 
the World ( next to that of ſhewing the Ignoranc 


and Superſtition of. the Writers) to prove all theſe 


(and a great many more there reckon'd up) 
Spurious, But I ſhall crave leave to ſay, that 
talking and doing are very different things, and 


our Author will find it a more difficult Employ- 


where ſo many Collections had been already 


ment to run down ſeme of theſe Pieces, then 
it was to heap together a Catalogue of Writers, 


made to his hand. Cloſe Reaſoning and Argu- 
ing are quite of another Nature, and what an 
excellent Talent he has at making out For geries, 
will eaſily appear to any one who ſhall take the 
Pains to compare what he ſays in Anſwer to 
the Vindication of K. Charles the Martyr, either 
with the Book it ſelf. or the Reply of his Learned 
Adverſary, 

But however, let that be as it will, I ſay he 
extreamly wrongs the Ancients in the accuſh- 
tion he here brings agaiaſt them, when he ſays, 
that they reckon'd the jour firſt o "th fe eſpecially; 
as good as any part of the New Teſtament. For 

Euſebius was certainly as proper a Judge 
of War the Ancients held, as our Author; ard 
yet he plainly ſets the Books we mention'd 
(p. 10.) above all others, and makes them only 


to be Canonical in the judgment of the gene- 


(k) See 
theſe Au- 
thors inthe ; 
places a- 
hove cited 
Seck. IV. 
1 
(I) Eccl. 
Hiſt. I. 3. 
Cs 25. 


rality of his Predeceſſol s. And though rhe 
Church in the days of (6) Ath maſjus, Epipha- 


nius, &c, ſaw Reaſon to take ſome more Books * 


into the Canon, then were admitted by Euſebius, 


yet theſe, we are now contidering, were til 


excluded, as we may ealily ſee in the Catalogues 


Publiſb'd by thoſe Authors. As to Barnabas 


and Hermas, (I) Euſebrus expreſly reckons both 
of them among t thoſe which were judg'd Apo- 


cryphal. 


r l 
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yphal, (m) Athanaſius and Rufinus ſinck the (m) In the 
atter into the Rank of Eccleſiaſtical Writers, Fs 
nd do not by Name indeed mention the for- ove cited. 
ner, but however leaving his Epiſtle out of the 

lumber of Canonical Writings; and vouching 

he Ancrents for what they do, plainly ſhow they 
tnew nothing of any of theſe being made equal 

o the Books of the New Neſtament. (2.) 
{- The Arguments our Author brings to prove 


Our Author fetches 4 large compaſs in ſome of his 
teferences here, but however, having formerly made 
bme remarks of this Nature, in Reading theſe Fathers, 
may poſſibly be able to trace him in. the Books he directs 
Is to, on this occaſion. I find therefore that Clemens 
ff Alexandria ( Ed. Par, G. I. 1641.) cites Barnabas, 
tromat. J. 2. p. 373, 375, 396, 410. —— J. 5. p.571, 
$77, 578. Origen Cites him J. 1. againſt Celſus 
. 49. —— J. 3. of Principles c. 2. f. 144. Edit. Par. 
522. Frenæus quotes Hermas, I. 4. c. 37 ( not c. 3. as tis 
our Author) p. 370, --- Clemens quotes him, Strom. I. 1. 
. 311, 356. — J. 2. p. 360, —— J. 4. P, 603. 1. 
. 5. 679. Origen quotes him, I. 1. of Principles c. 
3. . 117. — J. 2. c. 1. f. 124. Comment. 
n oſ. G. I. p. 202. Now how fairly the Senſe of 
heſe places is repreſented, will appear from what follows. 
He tells us firſt (p. 44.) that Clemens of All xandria 
nd Origen quote the Epiſtle of Barnabas, as Scripture ; 
gw hich is not true (though if it was, it ſignify'd nothing : ) 
For in the places referr'd to, they cite it indeed, but 
under no ſuch Title. He ſays (p. 45.) that the Paſtor 
of Hermas is cited as Canonical Scripture, by Freneus, 
Clemens of Alexandria and Origen. Freneus indeed and 
Origen calls it Scripture, but not Canonical: That's our 
Authors addition. But Ciemens does not ſo much as call 
K r:pture, in many of the Places mention'd; What 
loss concerning the Epiſtles of Clemens, Biſhop of 
ene, Polycarp and Ignatius, was needleſs, We not only 
rant, but aſſert that they have been eſteem'd by the 
ncients, though not as equal to the Books of the New 
Teſtament And I doubt not but they'l continue in 
the ſame eftimation, notwithſtanding the mighty attacks, 
with which they are threatned by this yain boafter, 


the 


have been Publickly Read in Churches. Now 


(n) Eccl. 
Hiſt. J. 6. 
c. 25. 


(o) F. 114. 


—_— 


(p) F.124. 


Treatiſes above-mention'd to be as good as any 
part of the New Teſtament, are much too weak 


him to an equality with the Writers of the 


Teſtament, yet it is ſometimes vs'd in a more 
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the Primitive Fathers look d upon the four 


for that end, for which they are deſign'd. 
They are in ſhort theſe three, ( 1. ) That the 
Books are. either quoted by the Ancients, or 
( 2.) calFd by the Name of Scripture, or ( 3.) 


© © ©, = =» = 


that the bare quoting an Author does not raiſe 


Canon, has been already made apparent in An- 
{wer to the firſt Objection. And as to the 
Title of Scripture, though that be commonly 
attributed to the Books of the Old and New 


mm - 


"OR 
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large and Lax Senſe for any Religious Writ- 
ings, both by Ancients, and Moderns. For thus, 
it is evident from (n) EFuſebius, and own'd by 
Melchior Canus and Sixtus Senenſis, that Origen 
caſt all thoſe Books out of the Canon of rhe 
Old Teſtament , which are eſteem'd by the 
Church of England for Apocryphal, and yet in 
his (o) Third Homily on the Canticles, he ex- 
preſly calls the Book of Wiſdom, Scripture ;, and 
ſo he does the Maccabees in his (p) Second 
Book of Principles and the firſt Chapter ; which 
(that I may remark that by the way) is the 
only place of all thoſe nam'd by our Author, 
where Origen gives that Title to the Paſtor of 
Hermas, and by joyning it in the ſame appellas 
tion with a Book which he expreily aſſerted to 
be Apocryphal, plainly declares that he did not 
intend. by aſcribing to it the Name of Scripture, 
to advance it into the honour and Authority 
of the Canon. Neither did Tertullian without 
doubt, when in his Treatiſe of Chaſtity, (c.! J ) 

| 2 ; 
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ur ne calls the ſame Book of Hermas, Scripture 
bor he cenſures and inveighs againſt it in the 
n ſame place, and tells vs, that it had been con- 


demn'd by more then one Councel of the Ca- 
tholicks. Rufinus alſo in his Expoſition on the 


or apoſtles Creed, does not ſcruple the calling 
-) erea thoſe Treatiſes, Scripture, which are for- 
10 bidden to be Read in the Publick Aſſemblies. 


And St. -upuſtine, in his Work concerning the 
(J) City of God, tells us there were many Fables 
contain'd in thoſe. Scriptures, which are call'd 
Apocrypbal, From whence, and from all the o- 


ly ther Paſſages before-mention?d it is Evident 
* that the Title of Scripture Was apply'd by the 
: Ancients to other Writings as well as to thoſe 
© 


which they judg'd Canonical. And thus too, 
though our Church has caſt the Books of Vis 
dom, Tobit and Eccle/jaſticus out of the Canon, 
yet ſhe gives them the Appellation of Scriptare, 


he of them and other Apocrypbal Books to be Read erm. 4. 

in in Churches, which is a clear proof that the gainſs of 
X* Wy Ancients, by doing the ſame thing, did not de- Heab, 5. 
ad clare the pieces, which they ſo Read, to be Ca- 65. 3d. 

ad nonical or even as good as Canon. Serm. a. 
ch And indeed I cannot but wonder how our 5ſt 14 
be Author could be guilty of ſuch a miſtake, as to 7 7 
think that the bare Reading of a Book in the nf. p. 
of BY Publick Aſſemblies was an Argument, that it 160. © 


was eſteem'd part of the Canon, when not only 


the poſitive declarations of the Ancients them- 
ſelves do in expreſs words teach us the con- 


the Creed, reckons up ſeveral Books, which he 
ſays were ſtird Eccleſiaſtical and Read Publjck- 


the Conſtant Practice of our Church, but alſo 


(q) T. 15+ 
e, 23. 


in the (7) Book of Homilies, and appoints part. (r) 34. 


trary. For thus Rufinus in his Expoſition ou 
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ly by the Ancients in the Church, but not ad. 
mitted as of ſufficient Authority to Eſtabliſh or 
confirm Articles of Faith, The ſame is alſo 
(s) 34 affirm'd by St. Jerom, in his (s) Preface to the 
| 22, Proverbs, where he tells thoſe to whom he 
x * direQts it, that the Church Read indeed the 
1 Books of Judith and Tobit and the AHaccabees 
but yet did not look upon them as Canonical; 
and ſo (adds he) let her Read Eccleſiaſticu 
and the Book of V iſdom for the Edification of 
the People, but not for the proving of any 
DoQrines or Eccleſiaſtical Opinions. And thut 
| mach too we may gather from Euſeb1us, who 
(t) Ecdl. (t) relates that the firſt Epiſtle of Clemen, 
Hiſt.1:3.c. Biſhop of Rome, was Read in moſt Churches, 
400 4 and yet (u) he plainly excludes it from being 
e. 23. any part of the Canon of the New Teſtament, 
See alſo All which are evident demonſtrations, that it 
Fer Her. has been an uſual Cuſtom, not only of the 
* Church of England, but alſo of Antiquity too, 
P: 20. to have ſuch Books Read in Churches for thi 
Inſtruction of the Hearers in Moral Duties, a 
were never eſteem'd by them to be parts of, or 

equal to, the Canonical Scripture. 
What has been ſay'd, I ſuppoſe is ſufficient 
to ſhow that none of our Authors Argument: 
« anſwer what he deſign'd, or prove that thok 
L Fathers whom he quotes, look d upon the Book 
above-mention'd to be as good as any part off 
the New Teſtament. And therefore I ſhall deſire 
him, when he publiſhes his Hiſtory of the Canon, 
not to produce either them, or any other, 4 
eſteem d Can nical in the judgmeut of Antiquity, 
only becauſe they were” cited by the Fathers, off 
call d Scripture, or Read it the Church. For none 
of theſe Particulars prove it, as we have now 
made Evident. | But 
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he queſtions whether he may venture to draw 


| New Teſtament Vindicated. 29 


But it may be urg d, that though none of VII. 
e places expreſly ſet down by our Author, do 


ſufficiently make out that, for which they are 
produc'd ; yet however there is a paſſage of 


rigen in reſerve which will do the Buſineſs. 
and that is in his Explanation of the Epiſtle 
o the Romans, (c. 16. , 15. ) where he tells 
s, that the Paſtor of Hermas is an uſeful Book, 


and, as be thinks, divinely Inſpir d He does 
ſay ſo indeed in that place, but then he does 


not tell us what ſort of Inſpiration he means. 


There have been different degrees of it in the 

Opinion of all Men, eſpecially of the Ancients. 

For thus Clemens of Alexandria ( who -was 

Origen's In{truQtor ) promiſes to Write (x) as (x) Strom. 

God ſhould inſpire him. And he informs us too, 4.475. 

that the Philoſophers, who wrote Truth, did it 

by the (y) Inſpiration of God : and yet I dare ſay ( 44ms 

never dreamt that either his own Writings or 
theirs ought for that Reaſon, to be taken into 5. 46, 47. 

the Canon. And-we know, the Divine Plato, 

is a common Expreſſion. But I anſwer more 

directly, (1.) That if Origen did look upon 

this Book as of Divine Authority, the Church 


to the 
Gentiles, 


in his time was not of the ſame Opinion, For 
himſelf (z) tells us, that there were thoſe who (2) Come 


vi wa} : ment. on 
ſlighted and rejected it, and upon that account St. Mar. 5. 


| | r. Phi 
a Teſtimony from it; and (a) Tertullian aſſures EE 1. fo 


us that it had heen cenſur'd by every Conncil of 9. 

the Catholicks. ( 2.) U think it is plain, that, (a) Of 
Origen, whatever Character he may have oc ce 
cauonally given of this Book, did not judge it 
any part ot the Canon, becauſe in the beginning 


of the Pbi/ocalia, and particularly (c. 6. ) we 


find 
e 


<a 
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find him ſeveral times diſtinguiſhing the Books 

of the New Teſtament into the Writings of 

the Emangeliſts and Apoſtles, Now *tis cer tai 

thar the Paſtor of Hermas can be reduc'd to 

neither of theſe heads, and therefore in the 

Judgment of Origen & was not Canonical. If 

it be ask'd to which of theſe two Claſſes we 

aſſign the Acts of the Apoſtles, 1 anſwer to that 

of the Evangeliſts, as being the Work of one of 

them; and that Origen intended ſo to do, and 

have it reckon'd among the Books that were 

part of the Canon, is apparent from hence, that 

he Wrote Homilies thereon, which neither he 

nor any of the Fathers did upon Barnabas, Her: 

mas, Clemens or any other of the Eccleſzaſticd 

: or Apocrypbal Pieces under the Mew Teſtament, 

But we need not uſe any Argument in the caſe 

Origen. himſelf expreſly aſcribes the As of th 

Apoſtles to St. Lake more then once, and reckon 

them by Name among the other Books of the Nen 

Teſtament, in his Seventh Homily on Joſhua ( 

156.) where none of the Apocryyhal, none of the 

Eccleſiaſtical Books are joyn'd with them. 
However it may not be amiſs to add upon this 

occaſion, that if a ſingle Father, or two, have 

| had a higher Opinion of a Book then it did de- 

8 ſerve, or a wrong Opinion of the Author, this 

| will not overthrow the Argument, upon which 

the Divine Authority of the Books of the Vn 
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* If we look into the Philocalia (c. i. p. g.) we mal 
there obſerve that 0rigen does not ſpeak of the Paſtor 
of Hermas with the ſame Honour and Reſpett, that IK 
does or the genuine parts of the Canon, 


.-- eſtamen 


4th 
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Teſtament is built. We look upon them as 
Divine and ſtrictly binding to Obedience, be- 
cauſe they were either wrote or confirm'd by 
the Apoſtles of our Saviour, and we believe 
hat they were ſo wrote or confirm'd by them, 
not upon the Teſtimonies of one or two Fathers 
only, but of the whole Primitive Church, who 
ere capable of Judging in this queſtion. Our 
Author prevaricates, if he'd perſwade us, that 
he Ancients form'd their Judgment in this 
atter, only upon the Tradition of one or two 
Perſons, or even of thoſe few Treatiſes of the 
Ancient Writers, which are now Exrant. Theſe 
ndeed they appeal to, and that juſtly, but be- 
ides theſe, there were great Numbers more in 
deing in thoſe days which ( (6) as well as the 
everal Churches which were the depoſitaries 
df the ſeveral Epiſtles and Goſpels) they con- 
Wulced, and were from thence enabled to de- 
ermine whether this or that Book was Gen- 
dine or no. If any one doubt this, I ſhall ſend 
im; as our Aothor does Mr. Blackall, to Dr, 
ave, Du Pin. &c. where he may learn, that 
ll the Works of ſome; and many Treatiſes of 
pthers, of the moſt Ancient Fathers, are now 
deriſh'd, which yet were every where to be had 
n the days of Euſebius, 4thanaſius, Epiphanius 
nd Fufinus and their Predeceſſors and by the 
aſſiſtance of which they and the Church in their 
imes, judg'd the ſeveral Books of the New 
W e/tament to have been indeed wrote by thoſe 
8 Perſons, to whom we aſcribe them. 
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New Teſtament, ſuch as the Church of Englanj 
now Embraces ( excepting only the Revelation) 


at that time, as he would Inſinuate. Ther 


' ſeems to have forgot that, when he was Reflect 


thoſe of St. Clemens Bifhop of Rome and St. B. 
nabas excluded, by thoſe who look upon then 


bourers with the Apoſtles, and fo were the tw ; : 
latter as well as they. 


2 
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From hence it may appear, how trifling and 
impertinent the Raillery is, which our Au- 
thor (p. 57. ) flings upon the Council of Las. 
dicea. They were indeed the firſt Publick 
Aſſembly, that we know of, which Eſtabliſh'd, 
by a Solemn Decree, the Canon of the Old and 


about the Year 360, This they were enable 
to do, whatever our Author pretends to thei 
contrary ,, by the Teſtimony of their Prede-f 
ceſſors. There was no need of a Particular Re 
velation, no need of Oral Tradition neither, 


were numerous Books abroad in the Church 
ſome of which are now loſt and ſome we ſtil 
have. By the help of them they were Inſtrud- 
ed how to form a right judgment, how to di 

ſtinguiſn what was Genuine from what was Spaß 
rious; moſt of this latter ſort alſo having been ali 
ready diſcoyver'd and rejected to their bands as viſt 
apparent from Euſebius. Though our Author 


ing upon this Venerable Aſſembly. 


III. He urges (p. 47.) that he can't undet 
ſtand, why the Writings of St. Mark and & 
Luke ſhould be receiv'd into the Canon, ani 


as Genuine. Since the two former were nd 3 
Apoſtles, but only Companions and Fellow-LM 


[ 
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New Teſtament Vindicated. 
ln Anſwer to this, I ſhall tell our Author, 
that if he had Read choſe Books he pretends to 
quote, he might have found a reply to this Ob- 
jection before he made it. For in the begin- 
ning of that Diſſertation of Mr. Dodwell, from 


whence he cites ſo long a Paſſage, that Learned 
Man would have inform'd him ( Se&. 5.) that 


take in the Writings of the Apoſtles, whoſe 
Authority was unqueſtionable, and that they 
took in the Goſpels of St. Mark and St, Luke, 
(a) not barely upon their own account, but up- 
on that of St. Peter and St. Paul, whoſe Compani- 
ons and Fellow-labourers they were, and * who 


* The Atteftation of a Perſon, of whole Prophetick 
Spirit there was no queſtion, was one way of being cer- 
tify'd concerning the Divine Miſſion of a Prophet among 
the Jews, According to that Maxim of the Maſters, 4 
Prophet of whom ſome other undoubted Prophet Witneſſeth that 
be is 4 Prophet, is aſſuredly a Prophet, See Dr. Spencer of 
Vulgar Prophecies, c. 4. This ſeems to have been exactly 
Wrhe caſe of St. Mark and St. Lube, Their Writings were 
WA uthoriz'd and their Inſpiration thereby atteſted by the 
\poſtles, who were undoubtedly inſpir d, and therefore 

e may ſafely conclude, that theſe two Evangeliſts were 
Winſpir'd likewiſe, i. e. direded by the Spirit of God, in 
WeleQting what was proper for them to Write, and pre- 
erv'd by the ſame from falling into Errour. For no 
igher degree of Inſpiration then this, ſeems to have been 
neceſſary in the preſent caſe. There was no need of 
W121: cdiate Revelation to inform them of thoſe things, 
which they either knew of themſelves, or receiv'd ( as 
Wt. luke tells us he did) from Authentick Witneſſes.” 
However we may be ſure they were under the actual 
onduct of the Divine Spirit, who guided them in the 
no boice of ſuch particulars, as were fit for each of them 
La Eo relate, and kept them from inſerting any thing that 
cus Impertinent, Falſe or Erroneous. Thus much we 
re bound, and thus much we have warrant, to believe 
oncerning them, ſince what they Wrote was Authoriz'd, 
nd recommended to the Church, by the Apoſtles. , 
D atteſted 


the compilers of our Canon delign'd only to 


(a) See. 
alſo above 
p. 7. in the 
Notes, 
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atteſted their Inſpiration and Fidelity in what 

they Wrote . To the ſame purpoſe alſo ſpeaks 

(D)Inſtirur (h) Epiſcopius, There ſcems no Reaſon at all to 
. 4. Set. doubt but that the Goſpels of St. Mark and St. Luke 

I. Co 2. 5 5 

were approv'd by the Apoſtles, and upon that account 

admitted into the Catalogue of Authentick Writ- 

ings, And what is thus aſſerted, may be eaſily 

prov'd from the Teſtimonies of the Fathers, 

For thus, Tertullian in his Fourth Book againſt 

Marcion (c. 5 tells us, The Goſpel, which Mark 

Fubliſh'd, is afjirmid to be Peter's, and that which 

was drawn up by Luke, is aſcrib'd to Paul. And 

(c) Eccl. we learn from (c) Euſebius, that both Papias 

Hiſt. 1,2. and Clemens of Alexandria atteſted, that the | 

6. 15+ Romans having prevail'd with St. dark to Write 

his Goſpel, what he had done was reveal'd to 

St. Peter by the Holy Ghoſt, who thereupon 

Authoriz'd the Work, and appointed it to be 

Read Publickly in the Church. And the ſame 

(d) I. 6. (d) Hiſtorian imforms us from Origen, that St. 

c. 25. Paul approved and recommended the Goſpel of 

St. Lute, being drawn vp principally for the. uſe 

cc cual. of the Gentiles. And we learn from () St. 

of Eccl. Jerome, that many believ*d he referr'd to that, 

8 * whenever be ſpoke () of his own Goſpel. And 

en. the ſame Author relates (&) before, that the 

2. 6. Goſpel according to St. Mark was ſay'd to bl 

(*)2.71m. St. Peter's; that is, as I ſuppoſe, Wrote by hi 

2. 8. Inſtruction and order'd to be Publiſh'd with his 

Approbation. To which may be added what 

the afore-mention'd Hiſtorian, I mean Euſebiu,if 

4 ce) Z. z. tells us in (e) another Place, that the three other 
ij „ 24. Goſpels being brought to 5r. John, he Read then 

"i over and Perus'd them carefully, and when Ik 

had ſo done, juſtified what they had wrote, and 

coniirm'd the Truth thereof with we A 

; I elitr: 
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Teſtimony. Though, for Reaſons there ſet 
down, he thought fit to make another Relation 
of his own, and add thereto ſuch Particulars as 
had been omitted by the others. 

As for the Acts of the Apoſtles, they (as Mr. 
Dodwell obſerves, Sed. 39.) were probably 
wrote by Sr. Luke at the ſame time with the 
Goſpel or Hiſtory of our Saviour, and therefore 
fall under the ſame Conſideration. They were 
the Second Volum, Part, or Treatiſe of the 
ſame Book, (as appears from Ads 1. 1.) and 
therefore though St. Luke's Name was not put 
to them, yet it was never doubted in the Church, 
who was the Author. His Name was perhx'd : 
to, learnt from, and preſerv'd in, the firſt part, 
the Goſpel : from which the Ads ſeem after- 
wards to have been ſeparated, (though at firſt 
they went together) for the convenience of the 
Readers, that ſo the Goſpels all making up one 
Book by themſelves, (as was uſual formerly 


FT ü 
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r under the Name of the Book of the Goſpels, ) 
e might be the more eaſily compar'd together. 


Now this makes a great difference between the 
| Writings of theſe two Evangeliſts and thoſe of 
St. Clemens and St. Barnabas, though ſuppos'd 
Genuine. Theſe latter were never recommend- 
ed or atteſted by any of the Apoſtles,and there- 
porte could never expect that Reception and 
Authority in the World, which the others 
found, nor to have the ſame place in the Canon. 


ye 2 * . ä 8 


IV. We Read (p. 56.) in ſo many words, 
that there is not one ſingle Book of the New Teſta- X. 
ien, which was not refus d by ſome of the Ancients, 
= 45 unjuſtiy Father d upon the Apoſtles, and really 
oed by their Advrerſaries. To which Ianſwer, 
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That either our Author Equivocates, in this 
Place, or aſſerts that which he can never prove 
to be true. For, as I ſnowꝰd above, (p. 10, &c.) 
| the four Goſpels, the Acts, thirteen Epiſtles of 

BM St. Paul, the firſt of St. Peter, and the firſt of st. 

John were all along admitted by the Catholick | 
Church; and never, that appears, after a ſuffi- 
cient Promulgation, oppos'd by any who held 7 

her Communion. The Hereticks indeed re- 
jected, ſome one, ſome other parts of the New ˖ 
Teſtament, but to underſtand them only, by the WW x 
Word, Aacients, excluſively of the Catholicks, Wi . 

V 
8 
at 


| 


was certainly deſign'd to impoſe upon the un- 

wary Reader, and can never be excusd from 

foul dealing, ſince that Expreſſion is commonly 
taken in another Senſe. 8 3 
But perhaps it may be here ask'd why the te 
Teſtimony of Hereticks, in a matter of kad, 8 
ſhould not be as good as that of Catholicks, and BW ta 

why they may not be admitted as Witneſſes of A 
what Books were or ought to be eſteem'd in 
Canonical, as well as others. an 
To this 1 anſwer, ( 1. ) That the Catholicks , A 
gave clear and evident proof of the Truth of WF N. 
what they aſſerted, when the Hereticks could v1 
(f)1.4.c, give none that was of any value. For as ve the 
63. learn from (F) Jreneus, (2) Tertullian and others, ¶ the 
(20 7.4- All the Churches, which had been planted by BW fro 
agtinſt the Apoſtles, and thoſe who held Communion of; 
Marcton. with them, were on their ſide. Theſe all a for 
Preſeripii. greed in the Books, theſe all agreed in the ſame 
en c. 26. Goſpels and Epiſtles, which they athrm'd, they ¶ Pub 
tee theſe had receiv'd in a certain ſucceſſion from the firſt WF bon 
Pay in- Age. The Tradition was every where the 
ae, fame, as to the Books mention'd ( p. 10.) and Tau 
might well be eſteem'd undoubted, ſince they WM evi, 
Ap, | of were :, of W 
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were no further remov'd from the Diſciples of 

our Saviour in the days of Jreneus, then we are 

now from our Grandfathers. The Biſhops and 
Churches of his time convey'd the Canon by 
Written, as well as Oral Teſtimony, to the 

next Ages, and ſo enabled them to run down 

the Forgeries of Hereticks, as they had done 

before them; who could not give that Proof 

and Evidence for their Suppoſititious, which 

the Catholicks did for their True and Genuine 
Writings. They could not deduce them from 

the Apoſtles, ſince (5) the Founders of the ſe- (p) ꝓrene- 
veral Seats, the Authors of theſe Hereſies, For- us 1.3. c.4. 
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WF geries and Corruptions (as Valentinus, Baſili- I. 5. c. 20. 
des, Apelles, Marcion, &c.) were much latter 7. of 
then they. And when Application was made 72 .., 

e to the moſt Ancient Churches in the World, ci => 
which the immediate Diſciples of our Lord had Srrom. 1.7. 
r taught in their own Perſons, or to thoſe which 5 — : 
en. . 


joyn'd in Communion with them, they all gave © 
in their Teſtimonies both againſt the Books — 
and Doctrin. And this brings me to a Second with J. 3. 
Argument. ( 2.) (i) The Books which the . 2, Cc. 
W Hereticks forg'd, contradicted that Doctrin Terrul. of 
W which the Apoſtles had taught in the Churches ! Vi. 
they planted. This was ſufficiently known in 2 og 
© thoſe Ages (which were at ſo little a diſtance Euſeb. 

from our Saviour) by the general Tradition Eccl. #ift. 
of all the Churches in the World. And there. J. 3-< 25. 


fore thoſe * Books were juſtly concluded Au- * wor 


= * Euſebius (T, 3. c. 25. ) tells us that ſeveral Books places outs 
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71 6 Publiſh'd under the Venerable Names of St. Peter, St. o 

. 7homas, St. Matthias, Cc. were and ought to be rejected 27 — 
ge Spurious, for this Reaſon (among others) that they lian infit. 
d contain d Doctrins contrary to thoſe which had been ed on more 


Ws Laught and Publiſh'd by the Apoſtles; whence it was fully bere. 
"3 Evident that they were the Forgeries and Contrivances 2 ges. 
of Wicked Men, D 3 thentick, X.XXIV. 
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thentick, that (beſides good Teſtimony ) 2. 


them, and fo both have been convey'd together 
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greed with, and thoſe Suppoſititious, which 
were repugnant to, the Doctrin of the A 

ſtles. (3.) Theſe Arguments have been judge 
ſo convincing, that the whole Chriſtian World 
has given a Verdict on their fide. For the 
Doctrin of moſt of the Primitive Hereticks has 
appear'd ſo Monſtrovs and Extravagant, the 
Books which they forg'd to aſſert it, ſo ill at. 
teſted, that the one has now been rejected every 
where tor many hundreds of years, and the o- 
ther condem id and in a manner quite vaniſh'd, 
Whereas the Dod yin of the Catholicks maintain 
it ſelf un: the ſharpeſt Per ſecutiuns, and they 
Books were yreſer vd | when it was Death to bee 
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to the preſent time, notwithſtanding all op- 
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V. Our Author tells us again (p. 56. ) That 
the Epiſile to the Hebrews, that of St, James, the 
Second of St. Peter, the Second and Third of St. 
John, the Epiſtle of St. Jude and the Revelation 
were a long time plainly doubted by the the Ancient. 
And, as if that had not been enough, he adds 
(b. 64.) that they were rejected a long time by all 
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+ See the Paſſion of Felix, Biſhop of Tubyza in Africa, 
who was put to Death in the year 303, becauſe he would 
not deliver the Scriptures to be burnt, according to the 
expreſs Decree of Diocleſian and Maximian, the Em- 
perours, to that purpoſe. Many others allo ſuffer'd on 
that account, and they, who, for fear of Death, did 
deliver the Scriptures to the Heathen, were called 7r4- 
ditores ( whence our Engliſh word, Traitors ) and fell 
under the Churches Cenſure, as is notoriouſly evident W 
from the famous caſe of Cecilian and the Donatiſts, 

N | Chriſtians, 
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Chriſtians, almoſt with Univerſal conſent. But to 
this I have ſpoken already (5. 14; Se.) and 


by way of Anſwer, in this place, then what a 
Learned Man has fay'd concerning the Epiltle 
of St. James, which may with equal Reaſon be 
apply'd to all the reſt of theſe once controvert- 
ed Pieces: Though the Ancients have been divid- 
ed as to this point, it 15 enough that the ſucceeding 
Ages after a due Reflection on this matter, have 
found in Antiquity certain Ads, ſufficient to place 
them in the rank of the Canonical Books of the New 
Teſtament, and that all Churches in the World, 
have, ſince that, receiv'd them as ſuch. However 
before 1 diſmiſs this Objection, it will not be 
improper to take a little notice of our Authors 
Ingenuity, and conſider with what Truth he 
could affirm, that theſe Books were rejected for 
a long time by all Chi iſtians, almoſt with an uni- 
verſal conſent. The contrary to which will ap- 
pear Evident, if we produce thoſe, who own'd 
them (during the time he ſays they were ſo 
rejected) as the Genuine Writings of the Au- 
a thors under whoſe Names they are now Pub- 

= 11ſh'd and Read in the Church of England. 

= But before I deſcend to Particulars, I ſhall 
Remark in general, what I ſuppoſe will be eafily 
granted, That Athanaſius and Rufinus had better 
opportunities of underſtanding the Judgment 
and Practice of their Predeceſſors, then our Au- 
thor can have at this diſtance; and yet theſe 
two, (one of them in his Feſtival Epiſtle, and 
the other in his Commentary on the Creed (i) 
above-mention'd ) are ſo far from owning that 
the Controverted Books were univerſally rejcct- 
4 before their Times, that on the contrary. 


D 4 they 


therefore think it neceſſary to add no more, 
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(i) p. 14, 
15. 
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* they appeal to the Monuments and Tradition 


of preceeding Ages, for the Eſtabliſhing all of 
them in the Canon; and inform us that they 
found ſo good Warrant, among thoſe who had 
liv'd all along before their days, for their being 
Authentick, as perſwaded them too to acknow- 
ledge them for ſuch without ſcruple. Every 
one indeed had not receiv'd them in the firſt 
Centuries, but ſo many had done it and upon 
" ſuch good grounds, that theſe Fathers thought 
they had ſufficient Reaſon to comply with, and 
follow their Example. And though , great 

Numbers of Authors, which they had, being 
now loſt, we cannot give ſuch an exact account 
of the Judgment of the Earlieſt Times as they 
were able to do, yet, I think, we both may and 
ought to take their Words, in what they affirm 
ppon their om Reading and Information. E- 
ſpecially, ſince there are many Books ſtill re- 
maining, which ſtrengthen the Teſtimony they il 


give, and mention (more or fewer of) the 
Controverted Pieces as the Genuine Writings 


of thoſe to whom they are aſcrib'd. This will 1 
appear from what follows. 1 


The Epiſtle to the Hebrews, own'd as St. Pauls 
buy Clemens of Alexandria in his Stromata, 
(I. 4. p. 514.) — by Origen in his Com- 
ment on St. John, (G. L. To. 2. p. 56.) 
He affirmed, as we find in the Ec- 
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cleſiaſtical Hiſtory * of Euſebius (1. 6. c. 
25.) that many of the Ancients believ d 
it to be St. Paus. Euſebius (1. 3. c. 3.) 
ſays it was rejected only by ſome, and 
ſeems to have admitted it into the Canon 
with the reſt, for his own part, (J. 3. c. 
25, and 38.) St. Jerome in his Epiſtle to 
Dardanus (F. 24.) ſays that it was re- 
ceiv'd by moſt, of the Ancients, and quot- 
ed by them as Canonical Scripture. I 
don't produce the Teſtimony of St. Jerome 
upon his own account, in this place either 


for this Epiſtle or for the Revelation; but 


only as he informs us what was the be- 

lief of moſt of the Ancients in the caſe be- 

fore us. () The Ancient Syriack Verſion (k)See be. 
has this Epiſtle and (Y aſcribes it to St. f97*p- 2. 
Paul. AL) Be 


hs. 4. 


3 
» 
D [ 


; 


4 
1 
1 
7 
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1 
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== * It would have been an eaſy matter to have produc'd the 2 
era Paſſages of moſt of the Fathers here alleg'd, to Vol. 2. Part 
prove that they held the reſpective Books, for which they 2. c. 16 f. 
are quoted, Canonical, or Genuine Writings of thoſe 140. | 
Apoſtles to whom they are aſcrib'd. But I wav'd that as 
Wncedleſs ; and thought one Teſtimony ſufficient to ſhow 
the Judgment of one Writer. Otherwiſe I could have 
brought more then Twenty Places of Origen (for Ex- 
ample's ſake ) to ſhow that he held the Epiſtle to the 
ebrews to have been Wrote by St. Paul, four or five 
rom Clemens of Alexandria, &c. I could alſo have pro- 
uc other Authors, in whom Paſſages out of thefe 
= cces are made uſe of, without naming the Books, from 
238 — they are borrow ; but that did not anſwer my 
* Nelign. 


The 
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have it;) for the other Fames, the Son of Zebedee u 
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The | Epiſtle of St. James, was own'd as that 
Apoſtles, by Origen (in his Eighth Hy. 
mily on Exodus, f. 43.) —— Euſehy 
( in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, J. 3. c. 28.) 
ſays it was approv'd by many. Th: 
Ancient Syriack Ver fion has this Epiſtle. 

The Second Epiſtle of St. Peter, own'd as his h 
Origen (in his Seventh Homily on Joſhi 
J. 156.) and by Firmiliam of Cappaduulif 
(in his Epiſtle to St. Cyprian, among th 
Epiſtles of that Father, Ep. 85. p. 2200 
Euſebius ſays the ſame of this as of thi 
Epiſtle of St. James, and in the ſame Pla 


+ Some will have St. Fames, the Author of this Epiltl 
to be a diſtinct Perſon from the two Apoſtles of tha 
Name. They ſay that there was a Third, the Broth 
of our Lord, and Biſhop of eruſalem, and that be Wrotl 
this Epiſtle. To which I anſwer ( 1. ) That the Sci 
ture no where mentions any more then two of this Nami 
and St. Paul (Gal. 1. 19.) tells us exprefly, that Fan 
tbe Brother of our Lord, was an Apaſtle; and *tis plain ih 
his Words, that he means one of the Twelve Apoſtles. ( 
Clemens of Alexandria, and Euſebius from him, (Tas 
Hiſt. I. 2. c. 1.) reckon no more then two, one Jun 4 
the Son of Zebcdee, and the other Fames, call'd the Juli 
the Brother of our Lord, who was alſo Biſhop of Fe" 
lem. The ſame is aſſerted by Epiphanius, ( Hereſ. 29. 
3» ) and St. Ferome againſt Helvidius (f. 10.) So tif 
ſince there were but two, cali'd by the Name of Fan 
and both of them, Apoſtles, let which of them can, i 
the Author of the Epiſtle, it was certainly wrote 5) 
Apoſtle. Though it is generally concluded to be 1. 
Fames, who was our Lord's Brother (probably ſo ſtileß 
either becauſe the Son of Foſeph by a former Wife, il 
the Son of the Virgin Mary's Siſter, as St. Ferome ui; 


_— 

in 
of 

> 


kill'd by Zerod at the firſt planting of the Church. - 


therefore to this Fames, Rufinus expreſly aſcribes it in nd 


Expoſition of the Apoſtles Creed, calling him Apoſtle a 
Brother of our Lord, See Dr. Cave's Life of St. u 
the Leſs, | w | 
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The Second Epiſtle of St. John, own'd as that 
Apoſtles by Jreneus (I. 1. c. 13. p. 95.) 


bi by Clemens of Alexandria, who wrote a 
5.) ſhort Explanation of it, ( which ſee at 
The the end of his Treatiſe concerning the 


Salvation of the Rich. Ox. Edit. p. 142.) 
by a Council at Carthage ( in the year 


monly aſcribd to St. John the Apoſtle, 
in his time, about the year 260 ( Euſeb, 
Eccl, Hiſt. I. 7. c. 25, ) Euſebius ſays the 
ſame of this, as of the Epiſtle of St. James. 


be admitted as the Apoſtles, and plainly 


(See Euſeb, I. 6. c. 25. ) Dionyſius ſays 
the ſame of this, that he does of the Se- 
cond ; and Euſelius the ſame that he ſays 
of St. James's Epiſtle, 

The Epiſtle of & St. Jude, own?*d as his by Ter- 
tullian (1. 1. Of the Ornament of Wo- 
men. c. 3. ) by Clemens of Alexandria 
(in his Pedagogue l. 3, c. 8. p. 239. ) by 
Origen (in his Comment. on St. Matthew, 
G. IL. Tom. 11. p. 223.) Euſebius ſays 
the ſame of this, that he does of St, James. 

That St. Jude was an Apoſtle is evident from the 

irſt Verſe of his Epiſtle; for there he ſtiles himſelf, the 

ther of Fames, And that there was 4 Fude or Fudas 

Tor both are the ſame in the Original) the Brotter of 

= 2:5, among the Apoſtles, appears from St. Luke 6. 16. 

ad Acts 1. 13. He is call'd Lebbeus whoſe Surname was 


2A Ibaddeus by St. Matthew (c. 10. v. 3.) the reaſon of 
h loch ſee in Dr. Cave's Hiſtory of his Life. The 


256, among St. Cyprians Tracts p. 242.) 
Dionyſius of Alexandria mentions this 
Second and alſo the Third Epiſtles as com- 


acknowledges that many receiv*d both as joſnua 
Genuine, when he ſays that all did not. 156. 


The Third Epiſtle of St. John. (n) Origen (n) See al 


allowes that both it and the Second might / bis 
Seventh 


f. 


The Revelation, aſcrib'd to St, John the A. 

poſtle, by Juſtin M. (in his Dialogue 

le) See with Trypho. p. 308.) by (o) Jrenew 

_ (1. 4. c. 37. P. 373.) by Clemens of Alex. 

8 andria ( in his Stromata J. 6. p. 667.) 

by Origen (in his Commentary on $t, 

Matthew, Tom. 16. p. 417.) by Te. fa 

tullian (J. 3. againſt Marcion c. 14. and 

23.) By St. Cyprian ( in his Treatiſe of 

the Benefit of Patience) to John, with. 

out any Epithet ; who quotes this Book, Ihe 

1 believe, a hundred times. Euſebiu il 

tells us (J. 3. c. 25.) that ſome indeed 

rejected it, but otbers reckoned it among m 

the Books that are undoubted. St. Jerome 

in his Epiſtle to Dardanus (F. 24.) ſays 

that it was receiv'd by moſt of the An- Re 

cients, as Canonical, and that they cited ob! 

Teſtimonies from it as ſuch. De 

4 From what has been here alledg'd, 1 ſuppoſe Lo 

i it is evident, that there were many, (and a- up 

4$ mong them ſeveral very Eminent Writers, Mot 

| | Whoſe Works are ſtill Extant, beſides other con- Has 

fiderable Perſons, and Churches too without “. 

doubt, unknown indeed by Name now, but 

well known, as appears, to Euſebius, Athanaſius, i 

Rufinus, &c.) who own'd the Authority of the 

controverted Books, even before they were 

generally receiv'd by the whole Church. All the Bi 

Reflection I intend to make upon it, ſhall be 

only this, that we may certainly expect a very 

accurate and impartial Hiſtory of the Canon from 

our Author, who takes not the leaſt notice of BW” '* 

all theſe Places, but notwithſtanding them and 

others of the fame Nature, had yet the confi- 
dence to fay, that theſe ſeven Pieces were rejected 

4 long time (even in that time, wherein the 

Authors 


4 
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Authors and Witneſſes, I have now produc'd, 

Wliv'd ) by all Chriſtians, almoſt with Univerſal 

Conſent, Such as have a mind, may take his 

word for it, if they pleaſe. But, I believe, few, 

vho ſhall conſult the quotations produc'd a- 

bove, will admire him either for an exact or 

faithful Hiſtorian. 

[ Since the Printing the firſt Edition of this 

Book, I met with Ar. Du Pins Hiſtory of the © 

h- canon of the New Teſtament ; and ſind that (p) (p) © 4- 
Whe ſincks the date of the Syriack Verſion (the & 2. 
Teſtimony of which I have produc'd above for 

the EpiſHe to the Hebrews, and that of St. James) 

much lower then the time I have aſſign'd it. 

For he'll not allow it to be more Ancient then 

the Fifth or Sixth Century. He alledges two 

Reaſons for his Opinion, which I think my ſelf 

Noblig'd here to conſider. The firſt is, that the 

WDoxology is therein added at the end of the 

Lord's Prayer, (St. Mat. 6. 13.) which he 

oppoſes (with others among the Learned) 

Not to belong to the Original Text, but to 

have been inſerted long afterwards from the 

Nituals; and conſequently to be an Evidence, 

What the Syriack Verſion, wherein it is found, 

is more Modern then we pretend. 

= To which I anſwer (1.) That it is not fo 

very clear (as ſome will have it) that the 

WDoxology was not Originally part of the Lord's 

Prayer. (q) For F. Simon himſelf acknow- (q) cri. 

edges that it is Extant in moſt of the Greek #ift. 

opies, and in ſome Ancient Fathers of the e N. T. 

Oreck Church: And our Countrey-men Dr. 1 

Lebtfoot and Mr. Gregory produce ſuch Reaſons 165. Bug. 

co aſſert its being Genuine, as are not eaſy to Edit. 

be anſwer'd, Their Arguments, ſuch as are 

ur10us, may Read in the Authors themſelves, 

or 
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or in the Synopſis of the Criticks. I ſhall ng 
ſet them down here, becauſe they are not ne. 
ceſſary to my preſent purpoſe. For ( 2.) U 
I ſhould grant that the Doxology was really 
borrowed from the Liturgies of the Greg 
Church, yet this will not anſwer the end, for 
which it is alledg'd by our Learned Critick 
For (r) Mr. Du Pin owns the Goſpel of & 
Matthew to have been Tranſlated into Gre 
from the Hebrew, in the Apoſtles days; ad 
yet the Doxology, as was juſt now obſerv'd, ö 
in moſt Copies of that Tranſlation, Now what 
way ſoever it got into the Greek, the very ſam 
it might get into the Syriack Verſion, and jet: 
both theſe Verſions, for all that, be of Primitive 
Antiquity, as one of them is own'd to have 1. 
doubtedly been. (2.) He urges that where men-. 
tion is made of breaking of Bread, the word Fuchs i 
riſt is put (in this Tranſlation) inſtead of Bread iſ 
which does not ſavour much of Antiquity. (30 
"Twice I readily grant it is ſo rendred, bu 
don't ſee what Prejudice that can bring to our 
Cauſe. Mr. Du Pin is indeed a little obſcut 
here, but his Objection muſt be underſtood in 
one of the three following Senſes. 1ſt. Fi 
may deſign thereby that the Syrians have ni 
Ancient Writers on their ſide, when they Inter: 
pret the Places above-mention'd concerning tht 
Euchariſt, or Lord's-Supper, 1 anſwer that i 
they have none for them, I believe they have 
none of equal Authority againſt them. For I dont 
find that any of the three firſt Centurys (and 
this Verſion is ſuppos d to have been made ſome} 
conſiderable time before the end of that Period) 
ſpeak at at, concerning the Texts alledg'd; 
I am ſure ſeveral Eminent Commentators do 
underſtand them of the Euchariſt, and why „ F 

| | Syria 
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yrian Tranſlator, though very Ancient, might 
Hot do ſo too, for Reaſons beſt known to him- 
elf, I cannot comprehend. 2dly. Mr. Du Pin 
may be thought to mean, that the Lord's-Supper 
vas not called by the Name of Euchariſt ſo early. 
But as to this, the contrary is ſo evident from 


. gnatius, (to name no others) that I cannot ſup- * Ls 
| poſe it poſſible for ſo Learned a Writer to for- . 2. 
et it. And therefore I proceed to add, 3dly. (c) 4pol.2. 
«MET bat be may perhaps intend, that the Bread in P: 97: 

at 1 he Lord's-Supper was not called by the Title of (d) Ep. 1 


uchariſt, ſo ſoon as this Tranſlation is ſuppos'd 


Wcration,is no logger Common Bread, but the Eu- 

bariſt. If it was the Euchariſt after Conſecration, 
hy ſhould we think the Church did not then 
call it what it was? And if theydid call it the Eu- 


Wc he 5yriack Verſionmight well render it by the ſame 
Expreſſion, and yet be as Ancient as we pretend. 
From what has been ſaid, I hope it appears, 
chat there is no force in the Objections of Mr. 
Vn Pin, to overthrow the Antiquity of the Sy- 
iack Tranſlation, but that it may, notwithſtand- 
Hag them, have been made as early as the date 
s, which we have aſſign'd it. 

= Having thus, by way of Parentheſis, Vindicat- 
ed the Antiquity of tha: Syriack Verſion, which I 
have made uſe of in the preſent Controverſy, I 
now again fall in with our Author, but, before 1 


im here in a complying, humour, and becauſe he 
is ſeldom ſo, l think my ſelf obligg to take notice 


Ven Pieces are now receiv d (not without convincing 
Fl Arguments) 


bariſt in the time of that Father, then certainly 


Proceed any further, I muſt obſerye that I find 


d; 
aof it. For he acknowledges (p. 57.) that theſe 


a) Tertullian, (b) Ireneus, (e) Juſtin M. and (d) (a) Of the 


Smyrna g. 


Wo have been made. To which I reply, That (e) (e) L. 4 
Wreneus informs us, that the Bread, after Conſe- c. 34. 
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Arguments)by the Moderns. Thus far is very well 
and I ſhould have been glad to find our Author 
fo frank in his conceſſions, if what he grants, had 
not been attended with a — day the Tail. For 
it follows, Now I ſay, by more then a parity of Reg. 
ſon, that the Preaching and Revelation of Peter 
( for Example) were receiv'd by the Ancients, ani 
ought not to be rejected by the Moderns, if the appr. 

. bation of the Fathers be a proper recommendation of 
any Book. The ſhort of the Buſineſs is this; that 
in our Anthors Opinion, there's more reaſon u 
look upon the Revelation and Preaching of St. Peta 
as Canonical, then the Seven Pieces above - ment. 
on'd, which are now embrac'd by the whole 
Church as ſuch, We'll try, if you pleaſe, and turi. 
ing back to p. 22, conſider what Teſtimonies are 
there brought to prove theſe Treatiſes, which 
bear the Name of St. Peter, to have been former: 
ly eſteem'd Genuine. 

Firſt, for his Revelation. we find that it's quotel 


(u) Ex- by (u) Clemens of Alexandria; mention'd by E. 
rratts out ſehius, St. Jerome, and Sozomen All this I grant 


of Theod-p. but then muſt beg leave to add, that none o 


506, 807. theſe Writers, excepting the firſt, will do off 


(x) J. 3. c. Authors cauſe any manner of Service. For ( 
3. ſebius andy) St. Jerome expreſly declare this Piet 
Cy) Catal. (as alſo the Preaching too) to be Spurious; and(z) 
of Eccl. Soxomenaſſures us, that though it was indeed Rea 


71ers i in ſome Churches of Paleſtine once in the year 


* yet the Ancients abſolutely judg'd it a Forger| 


149. As for the Preaching of Peter, (a) Clemens 


(2) J. 1. p. Alexandria, I own, quotes it ſeveral times, an 
357. 2: he's the only Perſon I can allow that does aff 


i 9 cc. much as ſeem to favour our Author in the pre 


whom I have not at hand, and therefore can! 


ſay what his Opinion might be. Origen ſai 


not a word of it in his Preface to his Treat 


E, „%%% EN 
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ſent controverſy ; excepting only Damaſct! 
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of * Principles, (as is pretended.) He does 
indeed in his 14th Tome on St. John, but then 
he conſiders the Paſſage there alledg'd as an 
Objection urg'd by Heracleon, and is very far, 
as any one may perceive, from owning the Au- 1 
thority of the Book. Lactantius (p) tells us (p) L. 4. 
(in the place cited) that the Apoſtles Peter 21. 
and Paul Preachd at Rome, and deliver'd ſe- 
veral Prophecies againſt the Jems, which were 
kept in Writing and confirm'd by the Event. 


But he does not ſay, that the Book wherein 


they were preſerv'd, was call'd the Preaching 
of Peter, neither does it any other ways appear 
that ſuch Prophecies were contain'd in the 
Book now before us, and therefore his Teſti- 
mony ſignifies nothing to the queſtion in hand. 
As for the Diſcourſe concerning the Baptiſm of 
Hereticks, among the Works of St. Cyprian, I 
grant the Preaching of Peter .is there quoted, if- 
we'll allow the conjecture of Ripaltius |, that 
Paul is by miſtake ſet for Peter, for tis Paul in 


the Text. But what will our Author get by 


this Conceſſion? Truly very little; he may 
put it all in his Eye and ſee never the worſe. 


. 


— 


* The Dorm indeed of St, Peter is mention d there, 


but rejected as an Apocryphal Book, neither Wrote by 


him, whoſe Name it bears, nor by any Inſpir'd Perſon. 


I could not but ſmile here at the ingenuity of our 
Author, in his contrivance to multiply Teſtimonies for 
Spurious Pieces. For he alledges (p. 32.) this Writer 
to prove there was a Book call'd the Preaching of St. Paul, 
becauſe it is actualhj ſo in the Text, And he quotes the 


very ſame place (p. 23.) for the Preaching of St. Peter, 


becauſe Rigaltius corretts it ſo in his Notes. 


E for 


— 


— 
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For that Writer ſays poſitively, that the Com- 
poſer of the Preaching of Peter was an Heretick, 
and proves it too by good Arguments. 80 
that after all, & we have the Teſtimony of one 
ſingle Father, and an obſcure Church or two 
in Paleſtine only, for any Authority of theſe 
Books, and what Authority they deſign'd them, 


we cannot tell, and all the reſt of the Catho- 
licks of thoſe times, and before them, and ſince 


Sh 4 2 
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* I ſay we have the Teſtimony but of one ſingle Fa- 
ther for any Authority of theſe Books ( for the Reading 
one of them once a year in an obſcure Church or two, is 
a mean thing; ſee above Se. VJ.) And yet under what 
notion he quotes them does not appear; much les 
what Authority he aſcribes to them. He no where tells 
us that he look d upon the Preaching and Revelation of St. 
Peter to have been Wrote by himſelf and upon that ac- 
count to be Canonica', He might take them for Ecclef 
ſtical Pieces, and ſuppoſe (which yet was an Error) that 
the Writer of them gave a true account of ſome Diſcourſes 
of that Apoſtle. As he does in his Treatiſe, concerning 
the Salvation of the Rich, furniſh us with ſome Paſſages 
concerning St. Joln, which Euſebius has transfer'd into 
his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, It can by no means be prov 
that this Father judg'd theſe Pieces part of the New 
Teſtament, 2 be quotes them, It was the cuſtom of 
the Ancients ( as well as Moderns ) to cite Writing 
which they knew, not to be Canonical, as well as thole 
that were. This is ſufficiently Evident, and St. Feron 
takes Particular notice of it in his Epiſtle to Pardanus, 
And therefore till there be very good proof to the 

contrary, we ought not to believe that St. Clemems differ 
| fo very far ſrom the reſt of the Fathers, as to advance 
theſe Pieces into the Canon, which they generally re. 
jected for Spurious; but rather conclude, that he efteem'd 
them at beſt no more then Eccleſiaſtical. And ſo Euſebius 
ſeems to affirm concerning him and them. See here 
aſter Se, AIX. However the caſe be, ſee before Sei. 


V1l, 
( as 
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(as far as appears) rejected them as Forgeries; | 


n- 
K and if we may make an Eſtimate of the whole 
50 by the Fragments, which yet remain, tis evi- 
ne dent they were the Forgeries of Hereticks. 


For in the'(q) Preaching of Petey. we Read, that (q) SK 


vo | 
i the Jews Worſbipg'd Angels, and Archangels and Jr. 
m, Wy: Months and the Moon. Which they are Strom. I. G. 


charg d with doing, not when they fell into p. 635. 
Idolatry, but in the ordinary Practice of their g. Jom. 
Religion, We are told alſo (r) that Jef ac- 249779 
knowledg'd himſelf guilty of Sin, and was in a man- i ©) Tred: 
ner compell d to ſubmit to the Baptiſm of John, by tiſe of © 
his Mother, againſt his will, &c. which are groſs Bapt. of 
and + notorious falſhoods. And the RNevela- Heret. 
tion of Peter informs us, that '(s) abortive and P. 3% f 
expos'd Infants are committed to the conduct of -4 02 2 
Guardian Angel; who may inſtruct and educate trat ont 
them, and ſecure their F:ppineſs after they have of Thedote 


fer d ſuch things as they ſhould have endur'd in p. 806, 
= Wb: Body; that they ſhall be as thoſe who have been 807. 
ng aithful here for a bundred ycars; that flaſhes of 


fire ball break from theſe Infants, &c. with more 


ges 
ad of the ſame Nature. Now whoſoever ſhall 
A onſider this, and call to mind the perfect 


ſilence of the Scripture in ſuch Curioſities, will 
eaſily conclude that thele diſcoveries had the 
lame Original with the Whimſical Fancies, 


=D 
* 


4 There is another paſſage, that does not (methinks y 
ſound well, quoted by Clemens, out of the — rome 
Ft. Peter, in the ſixch Book of his Stromata (P. 678.) 
where we are told, that the Prophets nam'd Feſus Chriſt 
in expreſs words, Whether this can be fairly reconcil'd 


with Truth, I ſhall not determi 
Readers judgment. ine, but leave to the 


. * 
E 2 which 
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Code of the New Teſtament, he may ſay ſo, iſ 


few that are of his Opinion. 
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which the Gnoſticks Publiſh'd to the World a 
bout that time. 

The caſe therefore of the Books call'd, the 
Preaching and Revelation of St. Peter, is, in 1 
Word, this. They contain'd falſe and Extrs. 
vagant Doctrin, have no Body on their fide a 
all but one Father and ſome unknown Churches 
of Paleſtine ( whoſe juſt opinion of them ye 
know not,) and were univerſally rejected by 
the whole Body of the Catholicks beſides, x 
far as we can Judge at this diſtance. Now lets 
turn the Tables, and we ſhall find the whole 
Chriſtian World agreed that there is nothin 
in the Seven Pieces, which we have now unde 
conſideration , repngnant to the reſt of the 
Scripture; that even at that time, when the 
were doubted of by ſome, they were yet re 
ceiv'd by many others; among whom were 
ſeveral of great Piety and Learning; tha 
Athanaſius, Rufinus, and others, vouch the At- 
thority of the Ancients to prove that the 
were and ought to be judg'd and accountel 
Canonical; that, ſince that, Councils and tht 
whole Church have receiv'd and own'd then 
for Genuine, and if, after all this, our Avthet 
will ſtill ſay, that there's more reaſon to re 
ceive the Preaching and Revelation of St. Peta, 
then the Pieces we are now examining, into tit 


he pleaſes; but, I believe, he'll meet with dil 


VI. To ſhow he'll leave no Stone unturn du 
expreſs the favourable Opinion he has of tit 
New Teſtament, our Author brings in Celſw1 
Heathen (p. 60.) as a Witneſs a _ the 

7 | aNT1IEIAN, 
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Chriſtians, who exclaims againſt the too great Li- 
berty they took ( as if they were drunk ) of changmg 
the firſk Writing of the Goſpel, three or four or more 
times, that ſo they might deny whatever was urg'd 
againſt them, as retracted before. Our Author 


mM ſomewhere complains of the Clergy for their | 
her harſn Language, and violating the Rules of De- M 
me cency and Civility in their Writings. But cer- 33 


tainly chere are ſome caſes, wherein it is very 4 
difficult to forbear a little ſeverity of Expreſſi- Rc | 
on. And this I take to be one of them, which 

I have now before me. To ſee a Man, who 
profeſſes himſelf a Chriſtian, rake up the Ob- 
jections, not only of the groſſeſt and moſt Pro- 
fligate Hereticks, but even of the very Hea- 
thens, and make uſe of them to run down the 
moſt Ancient and Venerable Monuments of our 
Religion, might eaſily raiſe a Paſſion, juſtihable 
by the ſtricteſt Rules of Morality. Eſpecially 
when we find the fame Perſon ſo reſolutely 
bent on doing all the miſchief that he can, as 
to take not the leaſt notice of the anſwer, which 
Is to be found in the ſame place from whence 
he drew his Objection, For this Objection is 
quoted by our Author from the Second Book of 
Origen againſt Cel/us (p.77.) and there he mighr 
have found this anſwer too, that they wefe the 


ö 

"th Hereticks, the Marcionites, the Yalentinians, and (t) Z. x.c. 
d. ehe Lucianiſts ( ſome of whom alſo (t) Jre- 2. 
dan s and () Tertullian poſitively accuſe of the u Tt 


lame tricks ) who were guilty of theſe Preva- 


— — 


4+ & Jo | 


Þ+ Celſus does not charge all, but only ſome of the 
Chriſtians with thoſe Practices; and Origen tells us who 
woſe joe were. 22 
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rications. For which the Catholicks were ng 
more anſwerable then the Church of Englay 
Was for the Murther of Charles the Firſt, | 


VII. To Celſus, in the ſame Page, our Ay. 

| thor joyns the Manicheans ( fitly enough I con- 

feſs) who ſhew d other Scriptures: and deny d th 
Genuineneſs of the whole New Teſtament.” 

Whether will not Men go, or what will the 

not do, to ſerve a deſign? He knows, ora 

leaſt might know, that the Manic heans were x 

- Extravagant and Whimſical a ſort of Heretick 

as any that troubled the Chriſtian Church 

(x) Zerej. They held, as (x) Epiphanius informs us, Tha 

66. there were two Supreme Gods, the one, a good, th 

other, a bad one; that they were always at Wa 

with one another; that Manes was the Holy Ghiſt 

that the Souls of Men, after their deceaſe, ſhui 

paſs into the Bodies of ſuch Beaſts as they bad Eata 

when they were alive, or be united to thoſe Tre 

which they had planted ; that the Sun and Mu 

were Ships, which convey d the faithful of their d 

to Heaven, and that the Light of the Moon dt 

pended on the number of the Souls in it, whith 

when ſhe was full, ſhe emptied into the Sun by & 

grees, and ſo grew dark again. Theſe thing 

they believ'd, or at leaſt maintain'd , will 

Twenty more of as abſurd a Nature. An 

now, I pray, what does the Opinion, wii 

ſuch as theſe had of the Canon, ſignify ? Thy 

could find nothing in the Books of the Cat 

| licks, wherewith to juſtify their Notions, al 

(S. Aug. therefore (m) rejected their Authority, 

— made ule of others for their peculiar Doctrine 

45. Our Author might as well have ſet up ® 

* Aichoran in oppoſitibn to the New 7 * 
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and for ſo doing have alledg'd the Judgment 


and Teſtimony, of the Turks, For laying aſide 
the Name, they ſcem to be every jot as good 
Chriſtians as the Manicheans. 


Here our Author brings in two Paſſages from 
Fauſtus the Manichee, to ſhow that He and thoſe 
of his Sect rejected the whole New Teſtament. 


5 


That they did fo in 2 is evident and un- 


doubted ; for they made it of no Authority, by 
refuſing to be concluded by Arguments drawn 
from thence, pretending that it contain'd.many 
Errors, which had been foiſted into the ſeveral 
Books thereof, by the Tricks and Cheats of ſuc- 
ceeding Ages, long after the Deaths of the A- 
poſtles. They maintain'd it was full of Corrup- 


tions and Falſiſications. And therefore Faſſtus 


boaſts (y) that the Manichean Faith alone ſe- 
cur'd the Profeſſors thereof from all danger of 
Hereſy, by inſtructing them not to believe every 
thing which was written in the Name of our Savi- 
our, biet to try whether wbat they Read to have been 
taught by him, was really true, ſound and uncor- 
rupted, For ( as he goes on ) there are many 
Tares mingled with the Wheat, which an Enemy, 
during the times of Night and Darkneſs, has Sown 
and Scattered in almoſt all the Scriptures, for the 
infecting and poiſoning the good ſeed, And again, 
(z) he asks the Catholicks, What reaſon they bad 
to think it ſtrange, if be, ſelecting theſe Paſſages 
out of the New Teſtament, that were moſt pure, and 


(Y) Sts 
Auguſt, 
againſt 
Fauſtus 
J. 18. Cs 3. 


(20 Li 2 2. 


conduc'd to his Salvation, ſhould fling away all the 


reſt, which had been fraudulently convey'd into it 
by their Predeceſſors and ſullied the Native Beauty 


and Majeſty of the Truth? This was their con- 


ſtant Practice; when they were prefs'd with 


EA n any 
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any Texts, which they could not reconcile 10 

their fond Opinions, they without more ad? 

flighted their Authority, affirming the Teſti- 

monies produc'd againſt them, were forg'd and 

no part of the Doctrin deliver'd by our Bleſſed 

Lord and his Apoſtles. - And therefore $t, 
(a) L. 13- Auguſtine (a) accuſes them, as receiving the 
c. Ar 22. Scriptures only for faſhion's ſake, while b 
— '3% aſſerting them to be falſified and corrupted, they 
„perfectly detracted from their Authority; 
that is, if l underſtand him aright, they pre- 

tended, upon occaſion to have a deference for 

the New Teſtament, whereas really they had 

none, For they charg'd it with Corruption, 

and acknowledg'd nothing as an Article of 

Fach, purely becauſe contain'd in the Books, 

and upon the warrant, thereof, but becaule they 

judg d it true upon other accounts, and for this 

(b) Z. 33. Reaſon were willing to own that it (b) might 


. 3. , poſſibly/have been deliver d by Chriſt or his Dig 


„ | 
And therefore I readily joyn with our Au 
thor, and acknowledge that the Manicben 
really rejected the whole New Teftament ; not 
only becauſe there are ſeveral paſſages of 
Fauſtus, which plainly intimate as much, but 
allo becauſe St. Auguſtine himſelf ſeems clearly 
to have underſtood them in that Senſe, For 
(c) L. 32. thus we learn from him, (c) that theſe Hefe. 
c. 16. ticks affirm'd their Paraclet Manicheus had 


| (4) See the taught them, that the Scriptures (even (d) the 


g b © Scriptures of the New Teſtament, receiv d fot 
Chaper, Canonical by the Catholicks ) were not the Work 
of the Apoſtles, but wrote by others in their Name! 


- * 3* And we Read again how the ſame worth 
eomerds Teacher had inſorm d them, () that the Foam 
2 8 ; | " ge 


the end. „ T- 
1 4 7 
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Teſtament, drawn 
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elical Writings, part of whisb they refus'd to ad- 
mit, were not the Apoſtles, And accordingly we 
ſhall obſerve by and by, that this Father was ſo 


ſenſible, how far theſe miſerable Hereticks had 


been ſeduc'd in this matter, that he thought 
himſelf concernꝰd directly to anſwer this Ob- 


jection, and prove againſt his Adverſary Fauſtus, 
that, whatever he and his Party pretended; the 


Goſpels and Epiſtles, admitted by the Catholick 
Church, were Genuine and Authentick. 


That therefore we may allow our Author, 
and his Objection againſt the Canon of the New 
FO the Manicheans, all the 

fair play that can be deſir'd, I ſhall ſtate the full 


ons. 


( 1. ) The Books of the New Teſtament were 


( 2. ) Whoever they were that drew them 
vp, they falſified and corrupted the pure 
Doctrines of Chriſtianity, by inſerting ſeveral 
Errors and contradictions among the Truth. 


And therefore the Manichees admitted the 


Books joſt ſo far and in ſuch Bugs: as they 
1 85 them true, and rejected the reſt as of no 
alue. | 
This is the utmoſt force, which can be put 
into the Objection; and we'll now inquire in 


Senſe thereot in the two following Propoſiti - 


Fauſtus IJ. 4 


- 3 
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the next place, what St. Auguſtine return d bx 


Way of Anſwer. 


Firſt, 
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Firſt, then, to prove that the Writings gf 
the New Teſtament were Genuine, and that the 
Evangeliſts and Apoſtles were the real Authors 
of thoſe Pieces, which bear their Names, be 
thus reaſons with Fauſtus and his followers, 


(8) I. 33. (7) O unhappy and wretched Enemies of 
«6. © your own Souls! Tell me, I pray, wha 
Books can ever be. judg'd Authentick, if the 
« Evangelical, if the Apoſtolical Writing 
« don't deſerve to be ſo eſteemd? How ca 


* we be ever certain of the Author of ay 
« Treatiſe in the World, if thoſe Writings, 
« Which the Church, planted by the Apoſtle 
« In all Nations, affirms and maintains to be 
« theirs, may yet be rejected as falſe and Sup- 
©. Poſititious ; and inſtead thereof, others he 
«. Teceiv'd as really Apoſtolical, which were 
« firſt brought to light by Hereticks, whoſe 
« very Maſters, from whom they take their} 
„ denominations, did not live till long after 
« the Apoſtles, and yet pretend to have knomn 

d better then the Univerſal Church, what Writ: 
« ings thoſe firſt Preachers of our Religion, let 
„behind them? Conſider the caſe of ſeveral 
Pieces Publiſh'd about Secular and Human 
« Learning. There are many of this ſoit, 
« which appear under great Names, that ate 
« yet juſtly rejected by the Judicious, becauſe 
a they are by no means conſiſtent with the Stil 

« and Genius of them, whoſe Names theſ 

aſſume; or have never, by ſuch as were cap 

« able of knowing, been declar'a and acknow- 

« ledg'd to be the Genuine Works of itoſe to 


= whom they are aſcrib'd by the Ignorant. Do 
1 
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New Teſt ament Vindicated. oy: 
not Phyſicians, for Examples ſake, reje& the 
Authority of divers Treatiſes, which fly a- 


broad under the Name of Hippocrates ? And 
though there may perhaps be ſome reſembl- 


ance in Thought and Expreſſion, yet notwith- 


ſtanding that, they condemn them as Spuri- 
ous, becauſe they fall ſhort of the real Perfor- 
mances of that great Man, and have no ſuffici- 
ent Evidence to prove their being Genuine. 


And for thoſe, which are indeed his Works, 


Whence is it that the Learned conclude they 
belong to him, whence is it that thoſe, who 
ſhou!d queſtion the ſame, would be lavgh'd 


at, not refuted, but only becauſe a conſtant 


Tradition, from his Age down to the pre- 
ſent days, has atteſted them? And he that 
ſhonld pretend to doubt of a matter, eſtab- 
liſh'd by the continued ſucceſſion of ſo long a 


time, would be accounted mad or diſtracted. 


Whence do Men learn that the Books of 

lato, Ariſtotle, Cicero, Varro and other Au- 
thors, are indeed of their compoſing, but be- 
cauſe they are ſo inform'd by the Teſtimonies 
of ſeyeral Ages, ſucceeding and following one 
another? Many too have Wrate largly 
concerning Eccleſiaſtical Affairs, not indeed 
with Canonical Authority, but with a deſire 
of profiting others or themſelves. How 
know we to whom any of theſe Diſcourſes is 
to be afſign'd, but only from hence that their 
reſpetive Authors acquainted others with 
what they Wrote at the time when they firſt 
Publiſh'd the ſame, from whom it has been 


« convey'd by ſeveral hands ſucceſſively to the 
« preſent time, ſo that, without any doubting 
or helitation we can, when examin'd, con- 
33 | * ccrning 


(kh) L. 32. © will you juſtify the Epiſtle of Manicheus (0 


9. 21. 


1 
; 
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* cerning any particular Diſcourſe, tell pre: 
7 ſently I _ R rug] But why do] oh 
upon things long fince paſt ? Confider what 
« js now before us. Behold here the Treatiſe 
5 of Fauſtus; behold my Anfwer. If any 
« ſhould in future times enquire, which way 
« they might be aſſur'd, that I Wrote the one, 
« and Fauſtus the other, how could they be in. 
* form'd of the Truth, but only by appealing 
* to the Tradition, which had, from thoſe why 
Were our contemporaries and knew what we 
'« did, been tranſmitted to Poſterity ? Since 
« then the caſe is plain and evident, and e- 
* ſteem'd ſo by all the World, in other Writ- 
« ings, why ſhould it not be ſo in thoſe of the 
« Apoſtles? Who is there ſo blinded with 
« Madneſs, and Poſſeſs'd with the Malice of de. 
« ceiving and lying Devils, as to affirm that the 
„Church has not the ſame ſecurity for the 
4 Books, which ſhe receives? Can we imagine, 
« that ſo many Witneſſes of the greateſt Faith- | 
« fulneſs and Integrity, that ſuch an unanimous 
« Number of Brethren in all Places, agreeing 
« in the ſame aſſertions, ſhould conſpire to im- 
«« poſe upon the World with falſe Pieces ? Qr 
« that the Churches, which derive their ſucceſ- 
« ſion in a continued line from the Apoſtles, 
* ſhould not have their Books likewiſe convey 
« to them, with as certain and ſteady a Tradi- 
« tion, as is that upon which we admit Eccleſia- 
ſtical or Prophane Writings? And again in 
another Place, You that raiſe ſo many ſcru- 
« ples about the Authority of our Books, How 
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« and prove that it was Wrote by him? I 
any one ſhould contradict you in this _ 
* n 
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« and boldly affirm that it was none of his, 


« bat a down right Forgery, what would you 
* reply? Would not you be ready to laugh 


« him, that it was Impudence and Dotage to 
move any doubts concerning that, for which 
« you had the ſacceſſive Teſtimony of ſo man 
* Perſons from the days of your Paraclet 
« And have not we the ſame too, nay one of a 


| «< poſtles? If it would be Ridiculous and Im- 
« pertinent, to queſtion whether the Pieces of 
% your Manicheus be Genuine, is it not much 


ings? And are not you to be derided, of 
rather to be pitied, who raiſe ſo many diffi- 
culties about them, hich are Eſtabliſh'd up- 
on the Authority of ſo large and diffaſive a 
« Teſtimony, through the ſeveral Ages and 
« places of the Church, from the days of their 
* firſt Authors: 
Thus does the learned Father anſwer the firſt 
Objection, by producing thoſe grounds and rea- 
ſons, upon which the Catholicks embrac'd the 
Books of the New Teſtament as Authentick 
and Genuine, 


cc 
[49 
cc 
cc 
cc 


which was, that whoever the Men were, which 
drew up the Books of the New Teſtament, 
they falſified and corrupted the pure Doctrins 
of Chriſtianity, by inſerting ſeveral Errors and 
Contradictions among the Truth. Now it 
having been already proy'd, that theſe were 
really the Writings of the Apoſtles and Apoſto- 
Iick Men, we have nothing elſe to do but re- 
preſent the Reaſons St. Auguſtine alledges to 
ſhow, 


« at the confident Talker, would you not tell 


much larger extent, for the Books of the A- 


« more ſo, to doubt of the Apoſtolical Writ- 


We proceed now to the ſecond Objection, 


. 
4 


ſhow, that they neither were nor could be Cor: 
rupted, nor yet had any Errors or Contradidi. 
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ons inferted in them. 


That they were not falſified or corrupted, be 


thus argues, (i) You pretend to prove that 


ce 
cc 
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„Manic heus is the Paraclet or Comforter from 
„ ſome Paſſages in our Books, which yet you 
ſay have. been corrupted. What would you 
« reply, if we ſhould retort the charge upon 
vou, and affirm that you had falſified them in 
thoſe Particulars which concern your Para- 
clet ? I ſuppoſe, you'd tell us that we ac. 
cus'd you of a thing impoſlible, becauſe the 
Books were in the hands of all Chriſtians be- 
fore, and you might eaſily be convict of falſe 
dealing by numerous. and more Ancient 
Copies. We ſay the ſame too, and urge 
that thoſe 2 which are alledg d, 
to ſhow you are Innocent in this matter 

prove alſo that no Body elſe did or 4 


corrupt them. For whoever ſhould firſt ſet 


about. ſuch a thing, wovld quickly be con- 
tuted, and the Impoſture be diſcover'd, by 
conſulting other Copies, of which there is 
a great multitude diſpersd over all Coun- 
tries and in all Languages : ſo that ſuch 
_ attempt would be equally ſilly and impoſſ- 
E. 
And that there might be no Cavil, upon the 


account of little miſtakes to be obſerv'd in 
ſome Copies, the Father adds —— “ For even 


2 


ec 


, in our days ſome Errors of the Tranſcri- 
bers are uſually corrected, either by the aſliſ 
ance of more ancient Books or other Lat- 


* Suages. 


To 
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To this he had ſpoken more fully before, 


« various Readings, which are but few in num- 
* ber and ſufficiently known to the Learned, 
ve have recourſe to the Books of thoſe Coun- 
« tries from whence we receiy'd, our. Copies 


u ſhould determine the Controverſy. . Or if 
n WF © there ſtill appear any difference, the greater 
„ number of Copies ought to be preferr?d be- 
fore the leſs, thoſe which are moſt: Ancient 
ic , to thoſe of a later date, and the Original 
„Languages to all others. Thus do they pro- 
e ceed, who, when they meet with any difficul- 
« ties in the Holy Scriptures, ſearch and ex- 
amine things with a deſire to be inſtructed 
d, not merely to cavil and diſpute. | 
} As to the Contradictions and Errors, which 
| Fauſtus pretended are to be found in the New 


* 


6 


—— (&) © If chere happen any diſpute con- (k) T. tu. 
« cerning the exactneſs of Copies, as to the 2» 


« and Religion together, and are willing they . 


et Teſtament, St. Auguſtine goes through all the 


1 Wy Particulars of the Charge as they are urg'd by 
his Adverſary. But I ſuppoſe, it will not be 
expected that I ſhould do fo too, that is none of 
my buſineſs. The Charge contained in the 
Paſſages, produc'd from Fauſtus, by our Author, 
is concetv'd in general terms; and it will be ſuffi- 
cient for me, if thereto I return the Summe of 
the Father's General Anſwer, which is eaſily 
collected from ſeveral Places, and is, in ſnort, 


en i this, that, Since the Scriptures are Books of ſo 
. 2£r<2t Authority (that is, clearly prov'd to 
« have been Wrote by the Followers of our Lord, 


and by no means wilfully Falſified or Corrupt- 
ed) (7) we ought to Read them out of a Prin- 
ciple of Piety, not Contention; we ought to 
| ule 


(1 Ls 33. 
c. 7. J. 32. 
C. 16. J. 11. 
6. 2, 5, Os 


cuſe our own Dulneſs, Negligence, or want of 


5 _— in the Words of the Seventh Object. 


| not only deny'd the Genuineneſs of the whole 


| think it fair and reaſonable to take this Paſſage 


Apoſtles Names, diſtin from thoſe acknow- 


(o) Z. 22. 
againſt 

Feuſtus c. 
79. 


the ſtudy of them, and rather judge the Copy 


Publickly aſſerted and maintain'd by the Maii- 


The Canon of 3 
uſe the greateſt Induſtry and Application in 


faulty, and the Tranſlater miſtaken, rather ac- 


Apprehenſion, then blame thoſe Excellent and 
Divine Writings, when at any time we cant 
underſtand or reconcile them. 

There remains but one particulur more 
to be examin'd at preſent, and that is urge 


„Where we are told that the Manicheam, 


Nament, but alſo ſhew'd other Serj: 
2 
It is not eaſy to determine what Books are 
here more eſpecially deſign d by this Expreſſion, | 
| Perhaps our Author may intend thereby, the 
various Treatiſes Publiſh'd (n) by Manichew, 
or the four Pieces, long before Written by (#) 
5 Soythianus , who liv'd about the time of our 
Saviour, and was indeed the firſt Author of 
moſt of the Extravagant Opinions, afterwards 


chees. 
But becauſe there is place for doubting, | 


in ſuch a Senſe, as ſcems to me moſt ſerviceabl « 
to the deſign our Author is here en WI 
and ſhall therefore ſuppoſe he eſpecially intend- 
ed ſome Books, that were ſpread abroad in th e 


ledg d by Catholicks , which are _ —_ 
hended in the New Teſtament. | 

That the Manichees had ſuch pieces is ſuffc 
ently evident from St. Auguſtine, who tells vs 
(o) that they Read * Books, * 
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„Names of the Apoſtles. And again, (p) that 
they receiv'd ſuch Scriptures for ſincere and 
Genuine, as were rejected by the Eccleſiaſtical 
Canon. Such Scriptures therefore theſe Here- 


chem, they endeavour'd to ſupport thoſe. Er- 
i. roneous and falſe Doctrins, which they em- 

brac' 6 a 5 7 ; a N 
1 But before I proceed any further, I think my 
79 ſelf here oblig'd to take notice, that our Au- 


thor (4) in his Catalogue, mentions an Epiſtle of (q) p. 20 


re Crit to Peter and Paul, and vouches for it the 
Twenty Eighth Book of St. Auguſtine againſt 
he Fauſtus, Chapter the Thirteenth : which may 


es. 9 8 
But 1 muſt tell him, (1.) That there are 
but five Chapters in all the Twenty Eighth Book, 


and therefore the citing the Thirteenth is a 


miſtake. (2.) In the Fourth Chapter, where 
the Father ſpeaks of an Epiſtle of our Saviour, 
here 1s not-one word to intimate that it was 
Wrote, or pretended to be Wrote, to the two 
Apoſtles above-mention'd. ( 3, ) Neither in- 


Place, that St. Auguſtine is there arguing againſt 
the Manichees for pretending they would rather 
believe the Teſtimony of .Chriſt concerning, 
himſelf then any of his Apoſtles. To which, 
the, Father replies, that «© Our Saviour Wrote 
nothing, and therefore, if we'll believe any. 

F * Relations 


up by certain- forgers of Tales , under the 


1 2 make the unwary Reader believe, that 
lach an Epiſtle is there ſet down, as part of the 
cr ipture receiv'd by, and peculiar to, the Ma- 


6; 


(p) Bid. 
See alſo J. 
13. c. 5. 
J. 33. c. G. 
Treatiſe 


ticks certainly had, different from thoſe of the againſt A. 
Catholick Church; and by the aſſiſtance of dimanias | 


Co | & 


Hereſies,* - _ 


Num. 46s 


N Ly 


i 


deed could there be. For it will be Evident. . 
o any one, who ſhall ſeriouſly conſider the 
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Relations concerning him at all, we muſt he: 
« leve thoſe which were drawn up by his Dif. 

6 „ ciples ; that if any Epiſtle or other Piece 
„ ſhould be now produc'd in his Name, Men 

« would preſently enquire, How it came to 
« ly hid all this while, who it was that firſ 
a „brought! it to light, w hence it was that it had 

1 not been before acknowledg'd, Read, Cele. 
4 brated every where in the Church, from the 
« days of the Apoſtles? And that ' therefor 
it would be a prodigious want of confiderz 
tion to admit that for an Epiſtle of Chrif, 
* which a Manichee ſhould perhaps pretend i 
« to be at this time of day, and not aſſent to 
« thoſe things as done or ſay'd by him which 
« are related by St. Matthew, &c. Whence it 
is apparent, that the Manichees had not actual) 
producd any Writings in the Name of our 
Saviour at that time ; and if they had, the ſame 
Argument would have overthrown them, which 
St. Auguſtine ur ges againſt thoſe Pieces whic 
were ſnelter'd under the Titles of the Apoſtles 
For certainly, as he tells Fauſtus , If thei 
„ Writings had been Genuine, if they had taugt 
« nothing but what was agreeable to the Truth, 
(t) J. 22. « (F) they would have been own'd and a6 
c.759- 4 knowledg'd by thoſe Holy and Learned Mex, 
See ajo 1. « who liv'd in the days of their pretended At 
13-6 ++ , thors, and been by them and ſucceeding Ag 
+. 8 receiv'd among the Books, which were «: 
counted Canonical, and ſubmitted to as al 

„ icfallible Rule of Faith and Manners. Toth 

effect he preſſes theſe Hereticks in one place; 

{s) J. 28. and in (s) another he thus beſpeaks them, — 
6. 2. You produce a Book perhaps, which bears the Nan 
of one of the Apoſtles, who were really choſen A q 

ord, 


Ne, d 
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Lord, where you Read that Chriſt was not born of a 
Virgin. It is undoubted that either your Goſpel or 
ours muſt be falſe, and which do you thmk in your 


len Conſciences it is moſt reaſonable to believe ? Shall 
to not I aſſent to a Book, which the Church that was 
irt begun by Chriſt, and carried on every where by his 
had Apoſtles in a certain order of Succeſſion to theſe days, 
ele- has receiv'd and preſerꝰ d from the beginning? 
the Or ſhall I give credit to 4 Piece produc'd by you, 


which the ſame Church rejects as utterly unknown 
to her, and was at firſt broug bt to the Publick view, 
() by Men ſo few in number, if compar'd with 
the whole Body of Chriſtians, and if /o littie 
veratity, as that they are not aſham'd to charge 
our great Maſter himſelf with falſhood and deceiv- 
ing? * +. 

And thus I have gone through all the Parts 
ef the Argument againſt the Canon of the New 
. Teſtament, drawn from the Opinions and Pray 
ctices of the Manichees, and furniſh'd the Rea- 
der with the Anſwers , which St. Auguſtine 
gives to every Branch thereof, This our Au- 


den thor, if he had ſo pleas'd, might have done be- 
ue fore me; for the Replies are found in the very 
ut, fame Treatiſe from which he fetch'd his Ob- 


jections. And I ſhall appeal to himſelf whether 
this be an ingenuous and fair way of proceed- 
ing, to revive an old weather-beaten Cavil, and 
furbiſh it up with a great deal of Pomp and 
Oſtentation, as if it was able to run down a 
whole Army of oppoſers, when yet he nei- 
ther was nor could be Ignorant, how all the 
force of it had been ſhatter'd and broken in 
pieces aboye a Thouſand years before he was 
orn. 


\ 


— 
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But perhaps our Author will tell me, as he 
does Mr. Blackall in the caſe of the Eikon Baſi. 
like, that he is of another Opinion, that he knew 
of theſe Anſwers indeed well enough before, 
but paſſed them over in ſilence, becauſe he 
judged them inſufficient, If he'll venture his 
Reputation on ſuch a Reply, 1 cannot help it; 
though | would adviſe him as a friend, to offer 


any thing elſe rather for his Juſtification. For if 

the World will not "twice be impoſed upon hy 
the ſame trick; and ſince, for inſtance, after n 
(u) See the all his Labour and ſhuffling, (u) the Teſtimo- v 
2 of nies of Mrs Gauden and Doctor Walker wil y. 
cation of not be reconciled, which he had pretended might N 
X. Ch.the be done with a wet Finger, Men will be 6 Wu: 
M. p. 44, ſurly and ill- natur'd, as to think, that jt ; Wt: 
53 ſomething elſe and not the weakneſs of to 


Argument, or Anſwer, that makes him ſay no- 
thing to it. | | 
But to let that paſs at preſent, I proceed to 
remark how upon this occaſion we are told (þ, 
63. ) that the Adver ſaries of the Manichean 
had power enough to be counted Orthodox. And 
was there indeed no difference, good Sir, be 1 
tween the two Parties, but that? Do you in- 
deed believe the Manichean Doctrin was true 
Do you believe the Exiſtence of two Supreme 
Gods, a Good one and a Bad? Do you be- 
lieve the Tranſmigration of Souls, and the 6 
ther Whimfies which were aſſerted by thok 
Brainſick Hereticks > If you do, ſpeak out, and 
then we ſhall know (as you expreſs it p. 49.) 


where to have you, and bow to deal with you, I! 
you do not, is not this an excellent and ver} Ch 
. commendable way of proceeding, to endeavour ter 
to draw your Readers to believe that of whid A 

| you 
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you believe nothing your ſelf; and to perſwade 
them that it was nothing but Power, which di- 
ſtinguiſh'd the Catholicks from the Manichcans, 
and made them be accounted Orthodox. This 
is the Eternal Clamour of this kind of Men. 
They bear the World in hand that it is only 
Power and Intereſt, which keeps vs in the ac- . 
knowledgement of the Catholick Doctrin, and 
if it was not for thar, they ſay we would quick- 
ly forſake ir. But, pray, Sir, (not to inſiſt 
now upon the fury and violence of the Arians ) 
What Power had the Catholicks in the firſt 300 
years? What force had they then to compel 
Men to embrace their Doctrin, when they lay 
under the ſharpeſt Perſecutions, and were con- 
| ſtantly expos'd to the Fire, to the Sword, and 
to other ſevere Tortures, themſelves? And 
yet, even then, they ſtood np ſtoutly for the 
Truth, and inflicted Eccle ſiaſtical Cenſures on 
thoſe Hereticks who corrupted the Faith, and 
et together in Councils, to condemn their 
Erroneous Opinions, even at the Peril of their 


in ves. - This they did in the cafe of Paulus Sa- 
be- W/n10/atenus, Biſhop of Antioch. They held two 


in- Councils there upon his account; the Biſhops, 
e! when they heard his Opigion, that he aſſerted 
e Jeſus Chriſt ro be no 0 then a meer Man, 
be ¶¶ came together from ſeveral parts, as againſt a 
Spoiler and Deſtroyer of our Lords Flock ( fo 
ok Euſcbius (a) tells us) and, having firſt con- (a) rect, 
au demn'd his Doctrin, they afterwards depos'd 4ſt. 1. 7. 
9.) bim and ſubſtituted another in bis Place. © 27. 
I { hough he kept Poſſeſſion of the Epiſcopal 
en Chair and Houſe for three years after the Sen- 
or tence (as the Learned inform us) by the 
ih WY Alliſtance of Zenobia Queen of Palmyra. And 
F 3 here 
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here I hope ( what our Author in his 45 
way calls) Orthodoxy and Power were not on 
the {ame fide. Nevertheleſs the Fathers gig 
not flinch for the matter, but though Zenliy 
aſſerted the cauſe of Paulus, yet they refugd 9 
Communicate with him as being a Convit 
Heretick, after they had ſuffcientiy prov'd hin 

| ſo to de. 
XVI. VIII. We are told ( p. 64.) that the Eli. 
0 nites or Nazarens ( who were the oldeſt Chriſtian) 
had a different Copy of St. Matthews Goſpel ; te 
the Marcionites had a very different one of St, 
Luke's ; that St. John's Goſpel was attributed i 
Cerinthus, and all the Epiſtles of St. Paul deny 
by ſome, and a different on 'of them ſhown by other, 
Our Author has here jumbled a great man 
Hereticks together, and one Anſwer. might 
ſerve them all, by referring to what has been 
already ſay'd by way of reply to the Fourth 
Objection (p. 35, Oc.) But 1 ſhall diſtinguiſh 
and give a different account of them ſeveral), 
that ſo we may underſtand how far each of then 
proceeded, and with what they are juſtly charge 
able, and 10 give every one a Separate Anſwer 
He tells us, that the Ebionites or Nazarens wet 
the oldeſt Chriſtians. We'll lay the Name 0 
Ebionites aſide for a while, and ſhall grant whit 
he ſays concerning the Nazarens ; 5 or that it- 
deed was the common Appellation given by tit 
Jews at firſt to all Chriſtians, For thus we find 
Tertullus accuſing St. Paul (Adds 24. 5.) #4 
Ring- leader of the Se of the Nazarens. Bil 
Ecdl, afterwards this Title was appropriated to 1 


[db 
Hi 


being 
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We. U 3. particular Faction. Before the Deſtruction of 
Je, Jeruſalem , ( as () Euſebius and (c) Epiphaniu 
44 ell. Ts fell us, ) all the Chriſtians „who were these; 
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being admoniſh'd from above, retir'd to Pe, 


a City beyond Jordan, and by that means eſcap 

thoſe horrible Plagues, which fell upon the reſt 
of their Conntry-men. After the departure 
of the Foman Army, the greateſt part return'd 
to Teruſalem, as we are expreſly informed by 


(d) Fyiphanius. and may learn from * Euſebius, 


* We Read in this Hiftorian (I. 3. c. 11.) that, 


of Cleophas, was choſen Succeſſor to St. Fames in that 
See 3 which is an Evidence that, the main Body of Chri- 
ſtians were return'd into thoſe Parts. For we may be 
ſure the Shepheard was not far from his Flock, and the 
Biſhops had not only their Title from, but alſo their 
Reſidence in, Feruſulem, & *Iz2goaiunr;, as both Eufe- 
bius (1. 3. c. 36. J. 4. c. 5.) and Epiphanius ( Hereſ, 66. 


n. 20.) teach us. And therefore I wonder that Meuſieur 


Palois (in his Notes on Euſebius, I. 4. c. 6. ) ſhould 
place the Epiſcopal Seat, after Feruſalem was taken, at 
Pella, and vouch Eu bius for it too, who delivers the 
direct contrary, as well as Epiphanius. This Critick in- 
deed tells us, from Joſephus, that Feruſalem was levelled 
by Titus, and Ep phanius allo tells us the ſame. But then 
the Father adds, that when Adrian the Emperour came 
thither, he found ſome Houſes and a little Church of 
the Chriſtians tredtea on Mount Oliver ( Treats of Weights 
and Meaſ. Sett. 14. ) which would make the Place ſuffi- 
cient for the Reception of a Biſhop, in thoſe days of 
Poverty and Perſecution. To which may be added, that 
Fojephus himſelf reiates, in his Seventh Book of the Wars 
of the Fews ( c. 18, 19. ) that though Titus lay'd the 
reſt of the City even with the Ground, yet he left fo 
much of the Weſt Part thereof ſtanding, as ſerv'd for 
the Lodging of a Garriſon. Near which, there can be 
no queſtion, but other Habitations would, in a ſhort time, 
be Built, if none remain'd void for them, both by Fews 
and Chriſtians, And that this was actually ſo, appears 
not only from the Vlace laſt cited out of Fpipbanius, but 
alſo from Euſebius too, who tells us (J. 4. c. 6.) that 
Adrian emptied Jeruſalem of its Ancient Inhabitants the 
Fews. , and drove them quite out of the Countrey. 
Whence it is evident, that ſome of them dwelt there till 
that time, F 4 and 


: 7t 


Od] Tree 


uſe 0 
| * 


and Mes- 


after the Deſtruction of Feruſalem by Titus, Simeon, Son ſures, Set. 


15. 
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and there continued under the Government of 
| the Biſhops of that Church; the Succeſſion of 
(e) Her. whom we have ſet down by (e) Epiphanius, from 
66. 1. 20. St. James the Apoſtle to his own time. Thoſe 
' * - Chriſtians, which ſtay'd behind at Pella, were 
(0 Her. ever after, (f) as the fame Author informs us 
2 5 * calhd Nazarens, and diſfer'd from the Catho- 
„ e this, that they thought themſelves ſtill 
4 oblig'd to Circumciſion and all the Rites and 
Ls IEpipb. Ceremonies of the Moſaical Law, Out (s) of 
Her. 30. them ſprang the Ebionites, who, as we learn 
nt 2. from () Euſcbius, were of two forts ; One of 
[b] J. 3. them affirm'd that our Saviour was reall 
.* at | 0 6 y the 
See alſo Son of Joſeph, born of him and Mary, as other 
Origen a Men us'd to be of their Parents. The other 
1 Cel- aſſerted his Miraculous Incarnation from a Vir- 
272. ToPe gin, and yet maintain'd, that he was a meer 
Man,; abſolutely denying his Divinity. We 


rold * us the Nazarens were the oldeſt Chriſtians, 
Thoſe indeed whom Tertullus, in the Acts, calld 
by that Name, were fo ; but not thoſe, among 
whom the Ebionites ( fo ſtyl'd in the moſt uſual 
ſenſe of the word) ſprung up, and who joyn'd 
with one or other part of this Sect, and there- 
fore, as Euſebius, in the place now quoted, tells 
us, were all call'd promiſcuouſly by that Name; 


| —Y 


— 
3 


* Of the Nazarens mention'd in the Ads, St. Pul 
was ſay'd to be a Ring- leader. But theſe Nazarens , 


of which we are here ſpeaking, deteſted him as an Apo- 
Late. * 3s 0 | 


though 


ſee then, how our Author equivocated when he 


— Cu q u = 7 : 


Nes Teſtament Vindicated. 


tough the more Moderate fort were r alſo 
r Woften call'd only Nazarens. Theſe ſtill adher- 
ing to the Jewyb Law, as we above obſerv'd, 
. (i) rejected all the Epiſtles of St. Paul, calling him Fren 
e Win Apoftate and Deſerter, and receiv'd only the 
Goſpel according to the Hebrews, {lighting all the 

- Wreit, as Euſehius there further relates, The | 
| Goſpel according to the Hebrews was, as we | 
may learn from () Epiphanius and (1) St. Jerome, [Jp 
Hf che Goſpel, of St. Matthew in Hebrew, but yet 70 21 
n With ſeveral Inter polations and Additions of tbe Pela- 


* 
1 * 
* 


gians I. 3. 
6 in the be. 
r ginning. 


+ Both ſorts of Ebionites, as Euſebius tells us (J. 3. c. 
27. ) adhered to the Inftitutions of the Law of Moſes, 
and ſo ſays Epiphanius (Hereſ. 29. n. 7- ) did the Naza- 
rens, among whom the ſame Author acknowledges ( Here. 
30. 1. 1, 2.) the Ebionites ſprang up and took trom them, 
ſome of their Opinions. Tis piane therefore that the 
Nazarens ( who agreed with them in many of their 


: Doctrins) were ons ſort of the Ebianites, fince elſe we "| 
'd cannot make two. Epiphanius indeed ſcems to fay (Hereſ. 
1g 19. 7. 7.) that the Nazarens receiv'd all the New as well 
N as the Id Jeſtament. But he owns there, that he had not | 
1 a perfect account of their Tenents, and tis Evident he a 
'd was miſtaken in this particular. For ſince he affirms in 
e- the lame place, that they ſtrictly adher'd to the Moſaical 
[ls Law, they mud reject the Epiſtles of St. Paul, which de- 


clar'd againft the Obligation thereof. And that there 
were two ſorts of Ebionites, which agreed in this matter, ID 
Origen (J. 5. againſt Celſus p. 272, 274. ( affirms, as well 
as Euſcbius; and alſo tells us before (J. 2. p. 56. ) that the 
Jews call'd all thoſe, who cleaving ftill to their Rites 
and Ceremonies, own'd Feſus for their Meſſiah, Ebionites. 
And therefore ſince the Nazarens did fo, they were un- 


doubtedly ſomerimes call'd by that Name, as well as other 
times by that of Nazarens, | 


their 


0 m) Here. 
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their own, * though without making any al- 
terations in what they found in the Authen. 
tick Copies before. The other Party , more 
properly call'd Ebionites, corrupted The Goſpel 
of St. Matthew in ſeveral Particulars, took 3. 
way the Genealogy of our Saviour, and alter'{ 
it in other Paſſages, as (m) Epiphanius teache, 
us. Beſides, they only admitted the Books of 
Moſes and Joſhua of the Old Teſtament, reject. 
ing all the Prophets, deriding and curfing David 
and Solomon, Elijah, Eliſha, Eſay, Jeremy and the 
reſt, wherein they were perfectly diſtinguiſid 
from the Nazarens, who own'd and eſteem'{ 
them all. However both Parties, as we have 
ſeen, agreed in this, that they rejected all dt. 
Paul's Epiſtles, deſpis'd all the other Goſpels, 
and receiv*d only that of St. Mat them, which 


they had more or leſs alter?d with their inter- 


polations, | 

And now are not thefe excellent Witneſſes 
for our Author againſt the eſtabliſh*d Canon? 
Do not they effectually prove, that the Epiſtles, 
we have under St. Paul's Name, are fal(ly a- 
crib'd to him, who (as we above obſerv'd) 
inveigh'd againſt St. Paul himſelf, as a Deſerter 
of the Law, as a Cheat and-Impoſtor ; and in 


contempr, as Epiphanius farther remarks, usd 


2 1 


— 


* Epiphanius in the Place juft before cited tells * 
that they had the Goſpel , according to t. Matthew 
romplete and entire; therefore it was neither mutrlate 
nor corrupted. And St. Jerome in divers places mentions 
ſeveral Hiſtorical Paſſages that are not in our Goſpel; 
thence it appears they made additions, | 


(0 
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to call him, the Man of Tarſus, and would needs 
have him, though born a Jew, to be a Gentile 
Proſelyte. They rejected not the Epiſtles, but 
becauſe they rejected the Apoſtle himſelf and 
his Doctrine. , 

Of the ſame Kidney with theſe were (u) the wa 
Elcſaites, a Fantaſtical and craz'd Sec, who, as j f gg. 
(o) Epipbanius tells us, did in his time Worfhip (o Bee 
two We men, deſcended from their Founder, and 19.8. 
for Goddeſſes ; affirming alſo the Holy Ghoſt 2, 4. 
to be tlie Siſter of Jeſus Chriſt, and that both 
of them had Bodies Fourſcore and Sixteen 
Miles in height, and Twenty Four broad. 

The Author of this (p) Hereſy joyn'd himſelf (?) * 
to the Fbionites, and therefore in rejecting the 5. Ang 
Writings of St. Paul, tis evident they proceed- 30. F. 3. 
ed upon the ſame Principles with the reſt of 
that Faction, So likewiſe did that party of the 
(4) Encratites, who were call'd Severians, and (q) Orig. 


believ'd (r) the Vine to have been begotten of 4z4imſe 


=o Celſus J. 8. 
the Earth by the Devil, in the form of a Ser L 


pent, whoſe windings and turnings they pre- (r) Epiph. 
tended to be repreſented by the twiſtings of Her. 45. 
that Plant, and the drops of Poyſon by the S. 1, 2. 
Grapes. They aſcrib'd alſo the Production of 
Women entirely to the Wicked Spirit, but in 

Men they ſay'd the upper half was the Worx | 
of the good Good. Theſe, as (s) Euſebius in- (L. 4. 6 
forms us, curs'd the Apoſtle, and abſolutely ** 
denied to receive what he Wrote. But 

neither they, nor the Elcſaites will do our 
Authors Cauſe any ſeryice, though we ſhould £ 
ſuppoſe them to have been Perſons of as great 2 
Senſe and Underſtanding, as they really wers 
of Ignorance and Folly, For they refus'd not 
the Epiſtles which we aſcribe to St. Paul, > 
8 cauſe 
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cauſe they did not think them Genuine, or he. 
liev'd they had been forg'd by others in his 
Name. No: they allow'd them to be his, and 


. for that very Reaſon rejected them, even becauſe 


they would not be concluded by any thing 


which he taught, nor ſubmit to his Authority, 


When our Author tells the World he does þ 
too, | may think my ſelf oblig'd to defend our 
Religion againſt him, and thoſe Judaizers, 
whom we are now conſidering. E: 

At preſent, my buſineſs is only to aſſert that 
our Canon is Genuine, and the Books, which 
we receive, the true Writings of thoſe tg 
whom they are aſcrib'd. This none of the 
Ebionites, or their Party denied, but they en- 
deavour'd to run down the Writers the mſelvet; 


and ſince they had ſo little Chriſtianity as to 
attempt that, I think, I may ſafely ſay, there 


can be no difficulty in determining whether the 
Copies of St. Matthew, which any of them kept, 
or that which was preſerv'd by the whole Catho- 
lick Church beſides, ought to be look'd upon as 
Authentick. 

However we muſt diſtinguiſh here between 
the Copy of the Naxarens, and of the Ebionites, 
ſtrictly fo call'd. The latter had corrupted 


and alter'd and interpolated the Goſpel ac- 


cording to St. Matthew, and therefore their 
Copy was juſtly ſtil'd Spurions, But the Goſ- 
pel according to the Hebrews, which the Na- 
Zarens embrac'd, contain'd no alterations ( as 
was above obſerv'd ) of what Sr. Matthew 
Wrote, but only the addition of ſome Hiſtort- 
cal Paſſages that had been gather'd from Oral 


Information or Tradition, and were added in 


their proper Places, to preſerve them and _ 
Ks the 
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the ſtory more full and compleat. Several of 
theſe might probably be true, and therefore, 
when not pretended to be Wrote by St. Mat- 
thew, ought not to be call'd Spurious or a For- 
gery. Canonical indeed they were not, be- 
cauſe not the Work ot the Apoſtle, as appears 
from all the Copies of the Catholicks; but they 
might deſerve the Name of Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtory, 
and under that notion be quoted ( with Cau- 
tion ) as well as any other Writing of that Na- 
ture. | | | 

It follows, the Marcionites had a very different XVII. 
Copy of St. Luke, No doubt of it. He might 
have added too, that theſe were the Men, (u) (n) ewe 
who ſhow'd a different Copy of moſt of St. Paul's I. *: 5 29.5 
Epiſtles, that is, of ſuch as they allow'd ; + (o) 77. . 
for they rejected thoſe to I imothy and Titus. „o. 
And there was good Reaſon for what they did. (o) Ib. 4d 
Since they held that there were two Gods, one Term. 2 
of the Old Teſtament and another of the New ; gunſe 7 
that the former made the World, and was the 5 * 
cauſe of all Wars and Contentions; that Jeſus 
Chriſt was the Son of the other, and ſent by his 


Father to overthrow and deſtroy all the Works 


— 


— 


+ Epiphanius alſo tells us that Marcion rejected the 
Epiſtle to the Zebrews ; but he ought not to be charg'd 
with that as a Crime, becauſe it was not tben generally 
admitted by all the Catbolicks , and therefore Tertulliar 
remarks only that he did not receive the two Epiſtles to 
Timothy and that to Titus. What Opinion this Heretick 


had of the other three Goſpels, and of the Canonical 


Epiſtles. does not belong to my preſent buſineſs, which 


is only to follow my Author, whether he leads me. 


| 


of 


— 


of the Old-Teftament-God ; with more ſar 
() J. 1-6, ſtuff, as we may Read in (p) Jrenens, (9) Ter. 
29. F tullian and (7) Epiphanius, Now what ſhould 
— ay theſe Men do with our Goſpels and Epiſtles 
(r) Hereſ. At leaſt till they had chang d and alter'd hu] 
42. Since there is nothing in them, which Eſta. 
bliſhes, but many Paſſages which overthrow 
their fond and lewd Opinions. Vrencus and 
Tertullian therefore proceeded rationally in 
appealing to all the Churches in the World 
againſt them. The former urges that the Dif- 
ciples of our Lord taught no ſuch Doctrines 

« (5s) either in the Churches, which they found. 
ed, or (t) yet in thoſe Writings, which they 
left behind them, and (#) which were preſerv d 
. entire to all the World, by the whole Body of 
' Chriſtians. The latter preſſes them to conſult 
* (x) the Apoſtolick Churches and thoſe that hell 
Communion with them, and then tell him, in 
© Which of them, thoſe Hereſies that Marcion main. 
tain'd, or thoſe Scriptures, that he had alter'd 
and corrupted, were embrac'd. The contrary 
| ms CA. all this was evident The Catholicks Coples 
proſecuted Were all the ſame, as to the Books the Here. 

more at tick rejected, as well as to the Places he had 

| large bere- corrupted ; the Catholick Doctrins were all 
| _— the ſame, and none agreed with Marcion, and 
Y therefore theſe Fathers concluded, as jultly 
| - they might ( eſpecially being no fai ther fe- 
| | mov'd from the Apoſtles themſelves , then 
the Second Century ) that the Cheat and Im- 
poſture lay on the ſide of Marcion and his 


Followers. | 


: = IX — — 
—— — 2 227 & 


XVII. Oyr Author proceeds, St. Johns Goſpel w4 


attributed to Cerinthus, This we confeſs is "al 
R 


for our fakes. 4 
could not be the Author, unleſs we'll ſuppoſe, 


New Teflament V. indicated. 


true, and it was done, as we find in G) Epi- [y] Herefe 
phanius by ſome, who upon that account were 51. #3» + 
call'd Alogi. They rejected the Logos or Word, 

and would not allow what St. John Writes in 


"EY 


the beginning of his Goſpel to be true con- 
cerning our Saviour, And becauſe they had 
not the face openly to appear againſt what was 
taught by an Apoſtle, they bring ſeveral Ob- 
jections to ſhow that it was none of his (which 
Epigbanius anſwers at large) and after all; 
would have it fix'd on the Heretick Cerinthus. 


But they were very abſurd in ſo doing, as the 


ſame Father obſerves in the following Section? 


(z) For how could thoſe things be Wrote by [2] 
Cerinthus, which do in direct terms contradict 4. 


his Doctrine? He aſſerted Jeſus Chriſt to be a 
meer Man, whereas the Author of this Goſpel 
aſſerts bim to be the Word, which was from Eternity, 
which came down from Heaven, and was made fleſh 
Cerinthus therefore was not 


that he forg'd a Goſpel under the Name of 
an Apoſtle, on purpoſe to overthrow what him- 
ſelf taught and maintain'd every where. We 
ſee then that St. John's Title, notwithſtanding 
what has been ſay'd, remains firm and un- 
ſhaken ; and it will be further ſtrengthned, if 


—_— _—— 


7 


the a. 


we conſider that Jreneus (J. 3. c. 11. (a) ) (aÞs7 


makes it his buſineſs to prove that the begin- 


ning of this Goſpel was Wrote expreſly by the 


Apoſtle to oppoſe the Hereſies and Errors of 


7 


Cerinthus. And the ſame alſo is affirm'd by 


St. (b) Jerome, who tells us, that upon the [b] See 
deſire of the Aſian Biſhops St. John Wrote his Cd. of 


Goſpel after the reſt of the Evangeliſts, (as 


Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Writer: 


for other Reaſons, ſo particularly ) that he ;, 5; John 
| might the Apoſtle 
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wist confute Cerinthus, and the Hereſy of tile 


| CLI I, 3 


Ebionites, which was then riſing in the Church, 


IX. Our Author further urges p. 53, Ge) 
that (b) Euſebius reje&s the Acts, Goſpel, Preach. 
ing and Revelation of Peter from being Authentick 
for no other Reaſon, but becauſe no Ancient or My- 
dern Writer ( fays be) bas quoted proofs out if 
them. But herein Enſebius was miſt ben; for the 
contrary appears by the Teſtimonies mark'd in the 
Catalogue, which any body may compare with the 
Origmals. In (c) another place he ſays that the 
Goſpel of Peter, Thomas, Matthias and ſuch like, 
with the Ads of Andrew, John and the other 
\ Apoſtles are Spurious, becauſe no Eccleſtaſtick Writ- 
er, from the time of the Apoſtles down to his own, 
| bas vouchſaf d to quote them; which is abſolutely 
falſe of ſome, as we have already ſeen. —— Had 
Euſebius found any of theſe Pieces cited by the pre- 
cedent Orthodox Writers, he would have own d them 
as genuine Productions of the Apoſtles, and ad- 
ꝝmitted them, as we ſay, into the Canon. But 
having met with no ſuch Citations, he preſently 
concluded there were none; which made him rejell 
theſe Books. And I ſay ( what I have already 
demonſtrated ) that proofs were quoted out of ſome 
of them long before, ſo that tbey might ſtill belong to 
the Canon for all Euſebius. | 


N This is a long-winded Objection, but we ſhall 
better underſtand what ſtrength there is in it, 
if it be divided into the three following Pro- 
poſitions. ( 1. ) That Euſebius rejects the a- 
toreſay'd Books, only becauſe he thought that 
none of them had been quoted and mention d 


by the Ancients; when yet ſome of them 
reallj 
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really were. ( 2. ) That if he had known, 
they had been ſo quoted, he would have look'd 
upon them as Canonical. (#3. ) It being evi- 
dent therefore, that they were ſo quoted by the 
Ancients, they ought, according to Euſebius his 
Principles, to be eſteem'd Canonical. This is 
the force of the Objection, and to this there are 
two Anſwers drawn up, which it is pretended 
we are like to make, Bur of all People in the 
World, I ſhalt not cruſt our Author. to give In 
any Anſwers in my Name. If they. be good 
for any thing, he'll certainly leave them behind, 
him. Thus he did in the caſe of Origen and St. 
Auguſtine, who had furniſh'd him with very 
good ones to the Objeftioas of Ceiſus and. 
Fauſtus, but he fairly dropt them by the way, 
and fo left the Heathen and the Heretick in 
Poſſeſſion of the Field. And I dare ſay, that 
if he had not tlovghr he could eaſily overthrow 
thoſe Anſwers he produces 1a this place in the 
Name of his Adverſaries, we ſhould never have 
heard one word of them. I am reſolv'd there- 
fore, to have nothing to do with his Anſwers, 
whether good or bad, but ſhall give in ſuch as 
I will ſtand by, and accordingly ſpeak to the 
aboye-mention'd Propoſitions in their order. 


The firft is, that Euſebius rejects the foreſaid 
Books only becauſe he thought they were none 
of them quoted or mention'd by the Ancients, 
when yet ſome of them really were. To which 
| anſwer, (t.) That Fuſebius conld not be 
Iznorant, that ſome of theſe Pieces are quoted 
by Clemens of Alexandria (who mcntions them 
ſeveral times) being very much converſant in 


the works of that Father, and having expretly 
G 


taken 


(d) Fetdl. 
Alt. 1.6. him and therefore when he ſays that none 0 


& 14. 
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taken notice that (4) one of them was cited 


theſe Books are quoted by the Arcients , he 


muſt be underſtood to mean (not that they 


are never quoted at all, for that he knew they 


were, and ſays ſo expreſly concerning the Re- 
velation of St. Peter ( Eccleſ Hiſt. J. 3 c. 25 


a but) that they were never quoted by any as 


(e) l. 3. e. 
24. 


Canonical, and this was a ſufficient reaſon, why 


he ſhould not admit them under that notion. 


Though ( 2. ) this is not the only Reaſon; 


for he obſerves of ſeveral of them, that (e) they 
contain'd a Doctrin contrary to the Catholick 
Faith which. was planted by the Apoſtles, and 
therefore ought to be cenſur'd and rejected x 


the undoubted Contrivances and Forgeries of 


Hereticks. 


The Second Propoſition is, That if Euſchin 
had known that any of theſe Pieces had been 
ever quoted by the Ancients, he would have 
eſteem'd them Canonical. I anſwer, it is evi- 
dent from what has been juſt now ſay'd, that 
Euſebins did know it and yet would not receive 
them into the Canon. The bare quoting a 
Book, except it be quoted as part of the Rule 


of Faith, or a Genuine Writing Compos d or 


Authoriz d by the Apoſtles, ſignifies nothing 
in this caſe, as has been already prov'd. Ni, 
I ſhall further add, that if Euſcbhius had known, 
that ſome of the Ancients had really quoted one 
or more of theſe Pieces as Canonical, that alone 
would not have induc'd him to receive the 
as ſuch. For this was the very caſe of ile 
Epiſtle of St. James, the Second of St, Pete! 


and the reſt of the once controverted * 
5 cf 


'« 
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They were quoted by many, and quoted by 


many too as Canonical, yet becauſe the whole 


Church was not then acquainted with the Rea- 


| ſons, which afterward ſatisfied her to admit 
theſe Books as parts of the Code of the New 


Teſtament, we ſee that they were lay'd aſide 


and not advanc'd to that honour by Euſe- 


bius, | | 


The Third Propoſition 1s, That ſince theſe 
Acts, Goſpel , Preaching, Revelation of St. 
Peter, and the others, were ſome of them really 


quoted by the Ancients, they ought, according 
to the Principles of Euſcbius, to be receiv'd for 


Canonical. I anſwer, No; unleſs quoted as 


Canonical, and prov'd Canonical too, by ſuch 
Teſtimonies as were ſufficient to ſatisfy the 
Catholick Church, as appears by the Inſtances 
of the Epiſtle of St. James, and the reſt above- 
mention d. When Fuſebius could not meet 
with ſo much as one Primitive Father, who cited 
theſe Books for Canonical, that alone (though 
he had another reaſon too againſt divers of 


them, as appears before) was ſufficient war- 


rant for him to reject them. But for the in- 
troducing them into the Canon, a conſtant and 
well atteſted Tradition, by ſuch as were cap- 
able of judging, from the firſt Ages, that they 
had been prov'd Genuine, upon Authentick 
Teſtimonies, was requiſite in his Opinion, and 
therefore our Authors Objection vaniſhes into 
air and ſignifies juſt nothing. 


K. 1 come now to the laſt Objection, which 
is founded on a long Paſſage of Mr. Dodwef,, 
ho (as is inſinuated) refleas more vpon the 
| Certainty 


(3-23 


xx, 
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Certainty and Authority of the Canon of the W a; 
New T ejtament, then any thing, which had been WW i; 
before excepred againſt, in our Author. This WM A 
is uſher'd in, with great Pomp and Ceremony; WW re 
for we Read (p. 69. ) that Ar. D. alme, Wn 
thaugh a Layman, underſtands as much Eccleſiaſti- I ot 
cal riſtory, as the Divines of all Churches put io. tb 
gether. This is a high flight indeed, methingy tb 
it had been enough to have made him under. Wth 
ſtand as much as all the £nzlh Divines, but to tc 
bring ia the Divines of ail other Churches be- th 
ſides, is a little too Extravagant, and more, | 2e 
am certain, then our Author can poſſubly know, N W. 
I ſhall not in the leaſt detract froni the true ME: 
Character of that worthy Gentleman, who Wi 
ought to be (and I believe generally is) valued g 
for his great Learning and Piety, and will, | 
am confident, give our Author no thanks for 
his Complement, or for bringing him in as a 
Witneſs in the caſe now before us. For he is 
quite of another Opinion, and tells us expreſly 
but a few Pages before that Paſſage which is 
(f) Seck. producd by our Author, that (F) there is no 
38. P. 52. nanner of reaſon to doubt of that Tradition, which 
has tranſmitted to us the Canon of the New Teſta- 
ment, This, I think, is a point blank contra- 
diction to the Natural deſign and tendency of 
the Treatiſe we are now conſidering, ſince that 
runs all into confuſion, and plainly aims at the 
periwading Men, that in the Buſineſs of the 
Canon, we have nothing but Darkneſs and Ob- 
Wy. 4 
Mr. DodrwelFs Principal Intention in the long 
Paſſage quoted from him, was to ſhow, that we 
have as good Evidence, that the Practical Tra 
aitions (as for Inſtance , Epiſcopal 9 
| ment 
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ment) which obtain'd in the time of Ireneus, 


he and were deliver'd as ſuch, were really -poſFo- 

en 1 Inſtitutions, as there is for the Canon of the 

iis WM New 7eſftament ; becauſe the Books, we now 
y; WW receive for Canonical or our Rule of Faith, were | 
e, not ſo fix'd and determin'd till the beginning N 
t;- ot the Second Century, as to be appeal'd to by 8 

to- the Chriſtian Church under that notion. And 

iks they were then ſettled upon the Teſtimony of 

er- the ſame Perſons (and ſent (g) abroad too in- (8) See bis 

to to all places in the year 107) who convey d en. nah 

he- WW theſe Traditions, and who having been con- and wu; 3 

| Woer/ſant with and inſtrued by the Apoſtles, were Chronote- 

ow, MW wichout doubt ſufficiently qualified to give in 9. 

rue Evidence concerning their Writings and to 

tho diſtinguiſh them from all others, which might 


go ahroad falſly under their Names. 

This 1 tage to be the main deſign of the 
Paſſage now before us, with what precedes and 
follows in the Original (from Section 35 to 
Section 41 inclulively 3) but becauſe there are 
ſome Particulars therein, which may deſerve a 
little further clearing or illuſtration, I ſhall em- 
ploy a few Pages the enpon, and it in any thing 


ich differ from that Learned Gentleman, I know 
ta- Wr'l allow me the ſame Liberty of Thought and 
ra- Nidgnient, concerning matters of Fact, which 


hunſelt took before me. 


reaching in ſeveral Places and Countries, they 
rote thoſe Pieces, which we now have under 
heir Names, but for the maſt part, as Criticks 
dbſerve, after the middle of the Firſt Century. 
his s a ſufficient Reaſon, why in thoſe times 
t War and Perſecution, ſome of them might 
G 3 not 


While the Apoſtles travell'd up and down, XXI. 


/ 
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not come to the hands of many, who liv'd in 
remote and diſtant Places, till that Age was al- 
molt or perhaps quite expir d. Though that 
ſeveral were carefully tranſmitted by the de- 
Politaries of them to other Churches and Perſons 
with whom they bad the moſt convenient Cor: 
reſpondence, is a thing eaſy to be prov'd, be- 
cauſe we find Expreſſions borrowed from them 
by the earlieſt Writers. N | 
| (hb) p-18, & For thus there are two Paſſages of (h) ct. 
© 60. Luke, and one (i) of St. Peter's firſt Epiſtle, 
and another () of the Second to Timothy, and 
(1) p. 12, divers of the Epiſtle () to the Hebrews, made 
© 13,15,23, ule of by Clemens, Biſhop of Rome; and the firſt 
47; 4 Epiſtle (n) of St. Paul to the Corinthians, is 
-og Lan. very much recommended by the ſame Father 
410. 1633, to the Chriſtians of that City. Barnabas gives 
(n)p.217. us the direct words of two Texts in St. (i) 
(0) b. 218. Matthew and (o) St. Luke, There are four or 
_ -_ five: Paſſages in Hermas, which ſeem to have 
oro. great affinity with ſo many Texts in the 00 
and New Teſtament : But I own they may be 
diſputed, eſpecially by thoſe who look upon the 
Viſions and Converſations, mention'd in that 


A a K -A -© a kt wand hae Wea kt. H = _V wt 
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* There may be other Paſſages in the Epiſtle of St. 

Clemens, &c. taken out of the New Teftament, which 

have eſcap'd my Obſervation. And there are ſome (be- 

ſides theſe ) of which I did take notice, but omitted them, 

becauſe they are in the Old Teſtament too, and therefore, 

for ought I could tell, might be borrowed from thence. 

That this Father had Read the Epiſtle to the Romans, 

there can be no doubt, and therefore I did not remark , 

| that he Salutes the Corinthians almoſt in the very ſame 
words that St, Jau, us'd to the Romans. | 


* 


Book, 


1 
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Book, to have been real, and I will not infiſt up- 
on them, but only obſerve, that there is as much 
Evidence that this Author borrowed from the 
New Teſtament as there is that he horrowed , 
from the Old. Ignatius mentions (p) St. Paul's [7p] Bp 
Epiitle to the Epheſians, and ſeems plainly to „ 2,“ 
have taken Expreſſions (4) from it, (r) from St. [g El. 
Matthew, and from the firſt () Epiſfle to the t Polyearp 
Corinthians. (t) Polycarp is Copious in his quo- . 133 
tations In him we meet with Words taken (r]/ You 
out of St. Matthew, St. Luke, the Ads, the TI Eyiſt 
Romans, the firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, the 10 tbe 
Galatians, the Epheſians, the firſt Epiſtle of St. Epbeſ. p. 
Peter and of St, John, and he twice mentions 1 Lond. 
St. Pauls Epiſtle to the Philippians. OR 
[Lt ] In ma- 
All the Inference I intend to make from ny places. 
hence, is only this, that theſe Books, from 
whence the Autbors juſt now mention'd, fetch'd 
all the Paſſages we refer to, were then undoubt- 
edly diſpers'd abroad in ſome parts of the Chri- 
ſtian World, ſince they had been Read by theſe 
Fathers, and were made uſe of by them in their 
Writings. And, | tink, I need not attempt 
to prove, that they were look*d upon as Cano- 


nical, at the fame time. For it is morally im- 


poſſible to ſuppoſe, that Pieces Wrote or Au- 
thoriz*d by the Apoſtles, ſhould not be eſteem'd 
Canonical or Rules of Faith by all Chriſtians to 
whom they were communicgted , ſince the 
Knowledge which they had of the Doctrin of 
Faith was entirely deriv'd from them and their 
Inſtructions. 
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It's true, the Writers we are now conſider. 
ing, very rarely give us + the Name of the 
Book or Author from whence they fetch any 
Paſſage, and therefore Mr. D's remark 1s very 
juſt, that the ſncceeding Ages of the Church 
could not, in ſuch caſes, learn from them what 
Pieces were to be parts of the Chriſtian Canon, 
They produce Texts indeed from Authors that 
were Canonical, but they don't always tell us 


ſo, when they produce them; and therefore 


their Teſtimony alone is not ſufficient to inform 


us, what are the Genuine Writings of the A- 


poſtles and what are not. This we can learn 
from none but thoſe, who either recommend a 
particular Book by Name, or at leaſt tell us 
whence they draw their Paſſages. And this is 
ſo ſeldom done by the Avthors now mention'd 
that all the Evidence we can derive from them, 


ET 


+ This is urg*d as an Objection, that none of the 
Evangeliſts is call'd by his own Name, in the Writings 
of Clemens, &c. I grant it; but what would be infer d 
from thence, beſides what is here conſider'd, I cannot 
imagine. Whatever is intended, will equally affect the 
Old Teftament. . For St. Clemens, amortg all the quo- 
tations he fetches thence, does not that I perceive (and 
J was careful in making the obſervation ) ſo much 28 
once directly cite by Name any of the Writers thereof, (ex- 
cept Moſes and David once or twice, ) from which he 
Produces his Teſtimonies. And yet there's no queſtion, 
bur he judg*d the Of Teſtament Canonical. As Fuſtin M. 
certainly did the New; and yet though he makes ule of 
many Places, out of ſe eral Books thereof, and ſpeaks ot 
the Goſpels, and Monuments of the Apoſtles, in general, 
Jam very much miſtaj:en, if he quotes any of them by 
Name, beſides the Reve/ation, which he expxelly aſcribes 
to bt, John the Apoſtle. ME 


will 
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will not extend to above () three or four 
Pieces, The aſſurance we have that the other 
Books of the New Teſtament are Canonical, muſt 
be taken from-the Writers of the Second Cen- 
tury, at leaſt as far as we know now, (I mean 
ſuch + Writers as follow*'d Ignatius and Polycarp 
here mention'd by Mr. D.) and the Teſtimony 
of them is unexceptionable, fince converſing 
with the Diſciples of the Apoſtles, they could 
ealily be informd by them what Books were 
really Genuine and Apoſtolical. 

But we are told, that the Writers of thoſe times 
do not chequer their Works with Texts of the New 
Teſtament , which yet is the cuſtom of the more 
Modern, and was alſo theirs in ſuch Books as they 
acknowledg*d for Scripture, For they moſt fre- 
quently cite the Books of the Old Teſtament, and 
would doubtleſs have done ſo by thoſe of the New, 
if they bad been receiv d for Canonical, That the 
Books of the New Teſtament could not fail of 
being judg'd Canonical, by thoſe who knew their 
Authors, has been obſerv'd already more then 
once; and therefore I proceed to remark, that 
if theſe words refer to the latter Writers of 
the Canon, they are expreſs'd very obſcurely, 
and will fall under conſideration immediately. 
If they be deſgn'd to comprehend Clemens, 
Barnabas, Hermas, Ignatius and Polycarp (and I 
think, they can't be underſtood otherwiſe) I 
muſt confeſs that ] wonder very much at them. 
For the two firſt fetch Paſſages from the New 
Teſtament as well (though not ſo often) as from 
the Old, The third may be ſuppos d to cite 
neither or both. The fourth and fifth have 
certainly more Texts out of the Goſpels and 
Epiſtles then out of the whole Old Teſtament. 


And 
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And the latter of theſe two, I.mean Poly 


has above Twenty Paſſages out of the New 
Teſtament in his ſhort Epiſtle, ſo that it may 


very well be ſay'd to be chequer'd with them. 


Whether the later Writers of the New Teſta 
ment ſaw all that had been Wrote by the 
former, I ſhall nor take upon me co determine. 
But I think the not quoting them or the ſcem- 
1g contradictions between them, are no argy- 


ments to the contrary. For the former is the 


 (n)See Mr. 
D.'s Diſſer 
tat. on Ire- 
neus, Dif. 
1. S. 48. 


(ee Eu. 
Eccl. Hiſt. 
J. 1. c. 7. 
(y) 2d. E- 


Fiſt. 3. 15, 
16. 


caſe of ſeveral Prophets and Writers of the 014 
Teſtament, who don't quote their Predeceſſors; 
and thoſe things («uy which now ſeem contra- 
dictions to us, might perhaps be little or none 
to them, who were acquainted with the Circum- 
ſtances of the Age, and admit, it may be, as eaſy 
a folution, as the difference of the genealogies 
upon account of the Natural and Legal Fathers, 


does from (x) the relation of Africanus. Sure 


I am that St. Peter was acquainted with (y) 
ſome of St. Paul's Epiſtles, and that they were 
then judg'd Canonical. And that he had alſo 
Read St. Mark's Goſpel, St. Paul that of St. 
Luke, and St. John, all the other three, has 


been above prov'd by Eccleſiaſtical Teſtimony. 


To which I ſhall add, that Grotius affirms St, 
Luke to have certainly Read the Goſpels of St. 
Matthew and St. Mark, and proves it from 
hence, becauſe in reporting the ſame Paſſages, 
he ſometimes uſes their very Words. 


I dare not affirm, that the Fathers of whom 
we are now ſpeaking, cited any Texts from 
ſuch Goſpels as are properly Spurzous, en it 
| oes 


{ 
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des not appear to me; (z) much leſs that they (2) See 
poor nth pc, ſame 2 to them, that 7 2 
they did to the Genuine Writings of the A- fer to the 
poſtles, becauſe of this there is no manner of ft ob. 
Evidence. For though there be ſome Paſſages jeckion. 
in them which are not mention'd in our Evan- 
geliſts, and others differently expreſsd from 
what we now Read, yet no ſuch conſequence can 
be drawn from theſe Premiſes, | 
For frſt, the Citations might perhaps be 
made from no Books at all. Thus, though it 
be true that St. Paul, St. Barnabas, and St. Ig- 
natius, cite an Expreſſion or two as ſpoken by 
our Saviour, which are not to be found in our 
Goſpels, yet it does not follow that they took 
them from Spurious Writers; 5 might 
f 


| eaſily receive them from Ear- Witneſſes] They 
were remov?'d at fo little a diſtance from our 
Saviour, that they certainly conversd with his 
immediate Diſciples, from whom they might 
hear Relations of ſeveral conſiderable Actions 
and Sayings of his, which were not recorded by 
the Evangeliſts. | | 
Neither does it follow, that if a Paſſage be 

not expreſe'd juſt after the ſame manner that 

we find it in the New Teſtament, therefore ir 

ought to be look'd upon as interpolated or drawn 

from the Books of ſome Spurious Writers. For 

It is well known, that many of the Fathers, as 

well of the later as of the firſt Ages, quote the 

Texts of Scripture by memory, and often deſign 

to give the Seſe, without confining themſelves 

to the Words, of the Original. Many In- 

ſtances might be given of this Nature, but I 

ſhall refer the Reader at preſent only to the 

Epiſtle of St. Barnabas, where he'll find nu- 

N merous 
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merous proofs of this aſſertion in Texts cited 

(a) p.221. from the Old Teſtament ; particularly (a) in 

C28, the Promiſe of entring the Holy Land, (0) the 

— Sacrificing of the Goat and (c) the Circumciſion 
of the Hearr, 

But if we ſhould go further, and ſuppoſe that 
ſome of the Writers of that Age, quoted other 
Goſpels or Hiſtories of our Lord, then thoſe 
which are now eſtcem'd Authentick in the 
Church, yet I don't ſee what can be infer d from 
thence, that may be in the leaſt a Prejudice to 
our cauſe, or ſhew that there was no diſſerence 
then put between Spurions and Genuine Writ- 
ings. * For I think, it can't be queſtion'd, 


* Though it is poſſibſe there might be ſome Spurions 
Goſpels at thoſe times forg*d and ſet forth under great 
Names; yet that there were /ome too Wrote dy honeſt 
Chriſtians, beſides the inſpired ones, cannot, I think, he 
doubted by any who ſhall conſider what is the uſual 
Practice of Mankind on ſuch great Occaſions. And to 
ſome of theſe as well as the Goſpels of St. Marrh-w and 
St. Mark, St. Lube in all probability refers at the begin- 
ning of his. For notwithſtanding what our Author 
(5. 50.) and others beſides him are pleas*d to ſay, yet 
J doubt not to affirm, that St. Luke does not taften any 

. bad Character on the Goſpels he had Read, nor can his 
Words be drawn to inſinuate any ſuch thing without the 
greateſt Violence. Nav it ſeems plain to me that the 
two firft Verſes of his Goſpel intimate the direct con- 
trary. And in this J am the more confhrm'd, becauſe 
fince the Writing of this, I find that Caſaubon and / int. 
Foot are of the ſame Opinion as to the whole; and Grorius 
ſeems to haye judg'*d ſo too in the main. Only he thinks 
that ſome of thele Writers, gathering what they relatcd, 
R from uncertain Report, fell into great Errors. That may 
be (and queſtionleſs was) true of ſome, but not of all. 

And St, Luke does not ſeem to have ſeen any Spurious 

(if at leaft any ſuch were extant ſo early) or rroneous 
Goſpels. For he does not charge thoſe, who labour 

before him in that Argument, either with wilful fallih- 

cations or negligent miltakes. = _ 
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d 
n but that ſeveral would Publiſh Accounts of the 
e Lite and Actions of our Saviour, who were his 
n honeſt and Faithful Diſciples, and inſerted no- 
thing in the Story, but what they had good 
t ground to believe true and certain, though 
r they were not infallible in their Narrations. 1 
6 From ſome of theſe, the Writers that follow'd 
e after might quote Paſſages, and that juſtifiably 
1 enough, as from thoſe, whom they eſteem'd 
) (and who were as to the main) faithful Hiſto- 
- rians. Though when the four Goſpels, which 
- we now have, were Publiſh'd to the whole Church, 


the eſtimation of thoſe other Hiſtories might 
ſiak, and ſo they not be tranſmitted to Polte- 
rity, as not being of equal Authority. 


S * YE — 


| And as there were Hiſtories of the Life and XXIV. 
| Preaching of our Lord, ſo were there too with- 
| out doubt Relations of the Miracles aad Actions 
ot his Followers, and Summaries of the DotFrines 
and Inſtructions of the Apoſtles ;, which being 
drawn up by thoſe who heard and convers'd 
with them, were really of great uſe to the faith- 
ful, and might be quoted by them upon occaſion 
without. any manner of blame, Many of theſe, 
Learned Men jndge it probable, were in pro- 
ceſs of rime collected into one Body with the 
Doctrines of Apoſtolical Men written afterwards, 
and make up the beſt and moſt Inſtructive part | 
of thoſe, which-are call'd the Apoſtolical Conſti- 
tu::9ns, Though the addition of ſeveral Im- 
pertinences, Errors, Hereſies and Contradicti- 
ons, and eſpecially the pretending ( in divers | 
places) the whole to have been dictated by the —_ 
Twelve Apoſtles, St, James Bp. of Jeruſalem 
(whom they Erroneouſly diſtinguiſh ſrom tlie 
Apoltle 
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Apoſtle of that Name) and St. Paul, in 9 
preſence of the Seven Deacons, (though it's plain 
St. Stephen ſuffer' d Martyrdom, before St. Pau 
Converſion ) cauſe the compoſition, as we now 
have it, to be juſtly cenfur'd for Suppoſit. 
ous, - 

From what has been ſay'd, it is apparent, 
think, that we ought not preſently to conclude 
every thing which is not found in our Bibles, 
to be fetchd from Spurious Writings, ſince no- 
thing deſerves that Name, but what is proper 
a Forgery. Several of theſe there were indeed in 
thoſe early days, but it no ways appears that 
the Writers we are now diſcourſing of, bor- 
row'd from them. More likely it is that what 
they took from Books not Apoſtolical , was 
from the accounts (given by the true Dil. 
ciples of our Lord) of the Actions, and Preach- 
ing and Doctrine of himfelf and his Apoſtles; 
which though they were not part of the Canon, 
yet were really uſeful, and might, for that res. 
ſon, be Read with Profit and quoted with Au- 
thority as Pieces Eccleſiaſtical. | 


But there is one Particular, which deſerves 
a more accurate examination. It is p.72. of our 
Authors Citation out of Mr. D. were two Jobs 
are rcckon'd among the Writers of the New 
Teſtament, This that Learned Gentleman had 
before enlarg d on in the 4th and 5th Sections of 
the ſame Diſcourſe, and will have John, a Pres- 
byter of that time, and not John the A poſtle, 
to have been the Author of the Revelation and 
alſo of the Second and Third Epiſtle. The 
main Arguments he inſiſts upon are, ( 1. ) Tle 


Authority of Dionyſius Biſhop of AGO 
3 pa 
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part of whoſe Diſcourſe upon that Subject, we 
have in the (d) Eccleſi iſtical Hiſtory of Euſebius. (d) I. 7. & 
( 2. ) The Reaſons of that Father, which are | 
the difference of the Style, and that the Author 
of the Revelation ſets down his Name frequent- 
ly, which St. John the Apoſtle does not in his 
other Pieces. | 
To which 1 Anſwer, That neither the Au- 
thority nor the Reaſons of Dionyfius affect the 


two Epiſtles. He does not at all argue againfs 


them; and therefore they may be the Genuine 
Works of that Apoſtle, to whom ( as he owns} 


they were commonly aſcrib'd, for all him. And 


Monſteur du Pin, who has the deſerv'd Reputa- | 
tion of an able Critick, tells us fhat the Style, (e)Prelim. 
and Spirit, and the Thoughts of theſe Epiſtles, as INE 
well as the concurring Judgment of moſt of the Hit. S. . 
Fathers, make it evident that they belong to the © 
Evangeliſt. | ; 

Setting them therefore aſide, I ſhall conſider 
what force there is in theſe Reaſons as they are 
levell'd againſt the Revelation, And I mult ſay, 
that, if they have any ſtrength in them, they 
may as well be urg'd to prove the Prophecy of 
Jeremy and the Lamentations were not wrote 
by the ſame Perſon. For in the former, the 
Prophet often Names himſelf, which he does 
not once in the latter; and the difference of 
Expreſſion ſeems every jot as great between 

acſe two Pieces, as it is between them we are 
now conſidering, 

Neither is it any wonder to find the ſame 
Perſon (as Dr. Cave obſerves in another caſe ) 
vailly to alter and vary his Style, according to 
the Times when, or the Perſons to whom, or the 
Subjects about which, he Writes z or the Temper 
and 
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and diſpoſition he is in, when he Writes, or the 
Care, that is us'd in doing it. So that it is E- 


vident, nothing certain can in this caſe be infer'q 


from that Particular. | 
To the Authority of Dionyſius and his Res- 
ſons too, we oppoſe the Judgment of many of 
the Ancients, who were of another Opinion, 
The Arguments he urges, were obvious to them 
as well as him. They knew what difference 
there was between the Style of the other Pieces 
of St. John and the Revelation; they knew, that 
in one, the Writers Name was ſeveral times 
mention'd and not at all in the other; and yet 
concluded there was no force in theſe Argu- 
ments, concluded notwithſtanding them, that 
all the Pieces were Wrote by the ſame Author, 
even the Apoſtle, of which they could eaſily 
receive information as being remov d at ſo little 
a diſtance from his time. Two of them ſeem 
to have been Born ſoon after, if not before lis 
Death. | 
Let us hear therefore what may be alledg'd 
(e)c. 1. v. On the other ſide. ( 1. ) The Author of the 
9. Revelation (e) tells us himſelf , that he was 
(f) Pre. Baniſh'd to the Iſle of Patmos, for the Word of 
Go pe God, and the Teſtimony of Jeſus. Now that 
#5. #iſt, this was the caſe of St, John the Apoſtle, we 


77 7 the Ancients, that the Apoſtle, (and not another 
18. 2 John) was he who Wrote the Kevelation. This 
L. l/ Eecl. is affirm'd by () Juftin Martyr, by Origen, by 
Writers in Tertullian. Clemens indeed of Alexandria, 1 

tributes it ſimply to St. John, without any ad- 
ran dition, but then Mr. D. himſelf owns (Sec. 


Set. XI. 20.) 


do an _— | 48 
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o.) that it ĩs evident by the Circumſtancesof 
e Relation in Fuſebius I. 3. c. 23. that the A- 
poſtle, and no other, is deſign'd by him. Jre- 
neus frequently cites it under the Name (2) of (1) J. 4. c. 
John the Diſciple of the Lord, which. is the very 2 
Expreſſion he uſes when he (m ſpeaks of che A. (5 2. 4. 
poſtle ; and he Tells us alſo, that he who ſaw 29.7. 3. c. 
thoſe Viſions, was the Diſciple (u) which Jay in 1, and 18. 
our Saviours Boſom, which was the Apoſtle too. (n) J. 4+ 54 
And he again informs us (J. 5. c. 30.) that he 37 
had the Explication of a paſſage there menti- 
on'd, from thoſe who convers'd with St. John the 
| Author ; and they certainly could and would tell 
et him, which of the Johns it was. And there- 
fore ſince he, beſides all the others before-men- 
tion'd, fixes it on the Apoſtle, it is, I think, an 
unanſwerable Argument, that he, and not the 
i. Presbyter, is the Perſon to whom it ought to 
be aſcrib'd. | | 
I now return to our Author, who tells us 
"> WI that the Paſſage he cited from Mr. D. will Furniſh 
0 thoſe who have an inclination to Write on this Sub- 
de %% with many Curious diſquiſztions, wherein to 
ſhow their Penetration and Judgment. It was not 
my own Inclination, but the deſign of ſerving 
an Honourable Perſon to whom I am much o- 
blig'd, which drew me to Write upon this Sub- 
of ed, neither do I pretend to a greater ſhare of 
Penetration and Judgment then my Neighbours ; 
of but yet ſhall venture to ay, that I think it is 
no great preſumption to undertake the difficul- 
Mis ties which are here propos d by our Author, 
by dor any mighty task to Anſwer then. 
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Xxvl. The firſt difficulty is, How (o) the immediat 
(o). 75: Succeſſors and Diſciples of the Apoſtles could ſo 


groſly confound the Genuine Writings of their 


Maſters with ſuch as were falſly attributed to them, 
Io this Ireply, that it does not appear to me, 


that they ever did ( groſly, or not Coch 

nuine 
Writings of the Apoſtles. They have indeed 
a few Paſſages (of which more in the proper 
Place) that do got occur in our Bibles, C 
that they were taken from Books Publiſh'd under 
the Names of the Apoſtles, and which they judg d 
to have been really the Apoſtles Works, will puzzle 
our Author, with all his Learning about him, 


to make out. But if the thing had happen d, 


and ſome ſubtile Sophiſter had ſo far imposd 
upon Clemens, Ignatius, and the reſt, by coun- 
terfeiting their Inſtrutors Hands and Styles, 
as to put a falſe Epiſtle or Goſpel upon them 
for a while, (of which 1 am not ſenſible, ) this 
would not have been ſo wonderful a thing, as 
we are made to believe, ſince even Seriveners 
and Merchants, thofe cunning Maſters of de- 
fence, bave yer been trick'd after this man- 
ner. 

However I ſhall readily yield, that (Whether 
the Apoſtolick Perſons juſt now mention d 
were ſo impos'd on or no, and | believe they 
were not, yet) many of that Age, might and 
probably were deceiv'd, for ſome time, with 
Suppoſititious Writings,uſher'd into the World, 
under the Title of great Names. And this con- 
ceſſion will make room for our Author's ſecond 
difficulty. 


* 


{p) Sint 


ics 


() Since they were in the dark, how came others 
after them to a better light ? | Before I give an 


anſwer to this queſtion, I cannot but remark, 


that it comes very. oddly from our Author, 
who pretends to make ſuch diſcoveries, and un- 
dertakes to prove thoſe Pieces full of Ignor- 
ance and Supertition, which had been gener- 
ally well eſteem'd till his days. Do you think, 


Sir, there was never an J. T. among the An- 


cients? None that could ſmell out an Impo- 
ſture, or by making a few remarks and asking a 
few queſtions, find that a Book was aſcrib'd to 
a wrong, Author? You may think thus if you 
pleaſe. and value your ſelf as much as you can 
upon the account of your great Atchievements ; 
but J believe others are of Opinion, that, if 
the Fathers had gone your untoward way to 


work, and dealt no fairer, when they were in 


queſt of Forgeries, then you have done with 
the Evidences in relation to the Eikon Bafalike; 
many of thoſe cheats might have remain'd 
longer in credit, which yet they quickly flung 
out of doors, only by the aſſiſtance of a little 


Reaſon, Honeſty, and common Senſe. We had 
an inſtance of this nature among us at the be- 


ginning of the late Revolution. Three De- 
clarations were then Publiſfd in the Name of 
the Prince of Orange, and eſteem'd his for ſome 
time by the whole Nation; But upon a ſtrict 
examination of the matter, the Third was found 
Suppoſititious, diſown'd by the pretended Au- 


| thor, () and acknowledg'd by all to be a For- 


gery. And thus it was in the Primitive times. 
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to their Doctrin, that they quickly ſunk and 
were rejected on all hands. But others, be- 
ing of a more skilful compoſition, preſerv'd 
their Reputation for a longer time, and were 
eſteem'd by ſuch as knew no better, for the 
Monuments of them, whoſe Names they carried 
in their front. However theſe, by comparing 
them with their Genvine Writings, or en- 
quiring of the Apoſtles, or thoſe who con- 
vers'd with and were inſtructed by them, had 
their Glorious Vixours pluck'd off and were 
exposd as Impoſtures. But this could not 
be done ſo ſoon as the Third Declaration was 
unmask'd here. It was a ſingle Piece aſcrib'd 
to a fingle Perſon, and ſcatter'd abroad no fur- 
ther then the compaſs of a narrow Iſland, and 
therefore Application might in a few days be 
made to the Prince, as it was, and the cheat, 
by that means, ſpeedily lay'd open. Whereas 
in the caſe, concerning which we are now diſ- 
courſing, the Forgeries were many, they were 
attributed to ſeveral Perſons, and ſpread abroad 


over different Places of the Chriſtian Church, 


ſo that it muſt neceſſarily require a conſidera- 
ble time, before they could be ſufficiently ex- 
amin'd, before the pretended Authors, or thoſe 


acquainted with them, could be conſulted. But 


at laſt Truth prevail'd, and all the Impoſtures 
of the firſt and alſo of the ſecond Age, when 
they afterwards appear'd were ( as we learn 
from Eccleſiaſtical Story) found out to be 
what they really were, and as ſuch lighted and 
generally undervalued. Though till, after 
the cheat was expos'd, Learned Men us'd them 
upon occaſion, and quoted ſuch ſingle Paſſages 


out of them, as they thonght might be of "_ 
an 


* 
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and Pertinent to the deſigns upon which - they 
were Writing. tk ; 


proceed now to our Authors third difficul- XX VIII. 
ty, () Why all thoſe Books, which are cited by (r) P. 79. 
Clemens and the reſt, ſhould not be accounted 
equally Authentick. Whoever Reads this Paſl- 
age, and does not underſtand the caſe, will, I 
believe, be apt to imagine that the Fathers 
here refer'd to, quote many Books that have 
Relation to the ſtate of things under the Goſ- 
pel, ſome of which we do, upon their Autho- 


28 rity, admit for Canonical, while we reject 

d others, that are equally cited by them, as Spu- 

2 TIOUS., 

d How far we make uſe of theſe Fathers for 

e ſettling the Canon, has been above explain'd. 

t, It's manifeſt frbm what is there ſay d, (5) that (5) Sed. 
5 we employ them, only. (in conjunction with . 
jp others) to aſſert the Title of three or four 

e Pieces, So many they exprefly Name and a- 

d ſcribe to their proper Authors, and thereby 

h, teach us that they were compos'd by the A- 

3 poſt les, and conſequently ought to be reckon d 

. as Wrote by Inſpiration, and of Divine Au- 

ſe thority. We infer nothing from them to 

it juſtify the reſt, but ſupport them by other Evi- 

” dence. 


n Well, but ought not the Teſtimony of theſe 
n Fathers be allow'd in behalf of other Pieces, 
0 which they quote, and transfer them from the 
d Rank of Spurious, wherein they are now plac'd 
T dy ſome, to that of Canonical Writings ? 
n Why, truly, much might be done, if we knew 
ß what the Books were, and that they de ſign'd to quote 
q them as the Genuine Writings of the Apoſtles, But 
4 4 H 3 this 
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this is our unhappineſs (of which our Author 
ſeems not to have been ſenſible, though he has 
undertaken, upon occaſion, to blaſt the credit 
of all theſe Pieces together) that though 
Clemens has quoted three, Ignatius as many, and 
Barnabas ſeven or eight ſhort Paſſages, that do 
not occur in our Books of Scripture,, yet they 
neither give us the Name of the Treatiſe, nor 
yet of the Author, whence they produce them, 
and how, without that, the Books or the Au- 
thors ſhould be put into the Canon, I can't ima- 
—_— 4 | 
However, I love to deal fairly, and ſha!! wn 
that one of the-Paſſages, which we find in (t) 
Ignatius, is ſaid to have been found in the Goſ- 
pel according to the Hebrews, which is the ſame 
with that of the Nazarens, So it may be, but 
Ignatius does not quote it from thence. He 
might have it from other Books beſides that, 
or receive it from Tradition, or take it upon 
Memory. The Words in Ignatius are, Handle 
me, and feel me, and ſee that I am not an Incor- 


(u) C. 24- poreal Spirit or Apparition. In (u) St. Luke 


. 39. 


we Read, Handle me and ſee, for a Spirit hath 


not Fleſh and Bones, as ye ſee me have. The Senſe 


is exactly the ſame in both, and if the Father 
made the quotation, without. looking into the 
Book, he might eafily miſtake as far as this 
comes to. 8 7 


— . 
r Sn 
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+ I render the Greek ( Jah,i²) Spirit or Appa- 
rition, becauſe one of thoſe Words is always us'd by the 
Engliſh to expreſs the ſame thing, which is here intend. 


nh 


ed by the Greet, 
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But what, if we grant our Author all he can 
defire, and ſhould yield that this Paſſage was 
taken by Ignatius out of the Goſpel according 
to the Hebrews, ( which will never be-prov'd, 
what can he infer from thence? That we-ſhall 
eaſily ſee, if we compare this with thoſe places, 
where Texts taken out of the Goſpels and E- 
piſtles have been mention'd by theſe Writers. 


We find, for Ilaſtance, that St. Clemens gives 


us ſeveral Paſſages that are ta be met with, in 
the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, that St. Ignatius alſo 
gives us one or two, that are in the Goſpel ac- 
cording to St. Matthew or the Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians. All that we argue from hence, is, 
that thoſe Books, from which theſe two Fathers 
borrow thoſe Paſſages, were then extant and 
abroad in the Church. But we cannot, we do 
not hence infer, that they were- Canonical or 
Wrote by thoſe: Apoſtles, whoſe Names they 


now bear; becauſe neither Clement nor Ignatius 
tell us ſo, and therefore that muſt be Learn*d 


from other Authors. In like manner, ſup+ 
poſing that Ignatins took the expreſſion e are 
now conſidering, from the Goſpel according to 
the Hebrews, all we can gather from thence, is, 
that there was ſuch a Goſpel then extant , 
wherein that paſſage was Read,” But that it 
was of Divine Authority, or Wrote by any of 
the Apoſtles, we cannot gather, for St. Ignatius 
lays no ſuch thing; we muſt learn that, if it can 
be learn'd, from other Writers. Since then 


we allow as much Authority to this Father in 


one caſe, as we do to him or St. Clemens in the 
other, certainly our Author can deſire no more, 
and therefore I ſuppoſe we are agreed as to this 


matter, | 
_ But 


— 
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But perhaps ĩt may be Objected, that if we 
grant this, we grant that St. Ignatius quoted a 
Spurious Goſpel. To this I anſwer, ( 1.) 
That the queſtion before us at preſent, is nor, 
whether this Father quoted a Spurious Goſpel 
or no, but whether, by borrowing a Paſſage 
after this manner, from the Goſpel according 
ta the Hebrews, he advances it into the Canon. 
The contrary to which I have plaiuly prov'd 
to be true. (24) This Goſpel, with the ad- 
ditions, ought not to be look d upon as Spmi- 


dus or a Forgery, but rather as a Piece of Eccle- 


3 Hiſlory. See above at the end of Section 
And if we proceed to Hermas, it muſt be 
owned that he produces not one Text ( that 
we can be ſure of) out or euher the Old or 
Nem Teftument' but quotes one ſhort Sentence 
ont of an Apocrypbal Book, call'd the Propbeſies 
of \Eldad and Medad. And therefore ſince we 
make no manner of uſe of this Writer for the 
Eſtabliſhing the Canon, we cannot be oblig d 
by our, Authors Argument to embra e this Yo. 
cryphal Piece uppn his Authori: y. Only | ſhall 
add, that the Paſſage is good and true, whoſo- 
ever ſay'd it, The Lord is nigh unto al thoſe, who 
turn unto him; and theretore might be quoted, 
not upon the Authority of the Book, but the 
Iatrinſick Value of the Expreſſion, which may 
be cited without danger, from the Mouth or 
Pen of the greateſt Impoſto . 
And thus I have anſwer'd our A uthor's third 
difficulzy, why all the Books, which are cited by 
Clemens and thi reſt ſhould not be equally Authen- 
tick; and 'ſhown; that there is but one ſingle 
Piece, that we count Suppoſititious, quoted by 
1 , | Name, 


E 
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Name, and that too, not referring to the time 

of the New but Old Teſtament; and quoted 1t 

is by an Author of whoſe Teſtimony we make 
no uſe in ſettling the Canon, and therefore we 

cannot be tied and bound by it in the caſe of 
this pretended Prophecy; neither indeed ovght 
any one elſe. For he is alone in the matter 
(as far as appears at preſent, ) and contradicts 
the whole Jewiſh Church, who knew nothing of 
this Book nor ever admitted it among their 


Canonical Writings. As for the Paſſage of 


Ignatius, pretended to be borrowed from the 
Goſpel according to the Hebrews, I hope, what 
has been above ſay'd, is ſatisfactory; and for 
the reſt, in him and Clemens and Barnabas, 


when our Author ſhall pleaſe to tell us, whence” 


they were fetch'd, and under what notion they are 
quoted, he ſhall hear more of my mind. 

Polycarp has not one Paſſage out of any Spu- 
rious or unknown Writer that I can find, and 
therefore I ſuppoſe he may be diſmiſsd without 
further trouble. | 
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only contradict one another, but are often mcon- 
ſiſtent with themſclves in the relations of the very 
ſame facts. 

Here, I think, our Author's Expreſſion is ob- 
ſcure. He does not tell vs, whom he means by 
Fathers, or what Contradictions (as he calls them) 
he had more eſpecially in his Eye, when he 
Wrote theſe Words. I was once about ven- 
turing to gueſs, but upon Second Thoughts for- 


bore, leſt I ſhould be cenſur'd as ſeverely as 


Mr. BI. was, for miſtaking (or too well under- 


ſtanding ) 


be lay d on the Teſtimony of thoſe Fathers, who not (a) p. 80. 
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ſtanding ) his meaning, and be told, that I am 
(b) p. 81. one of thoſe, (b) who are Sagacious enough to 
diſcover the hidden Poyſon of _—_ Word, and wil 
be ſure to give loud warning of the danger, to ſbem 
where the Snake lies in the Graſs, and to tell 
what's in the Belly of the Trojan Horſe. And there- 
fore, that I may avoid ſuch a dreadful Thunder. 
clap, ſhall fay no more, but that he's in the 
Clouds, and there I muſt leave him for the 

preſent. > 
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Poffeript 


Here are two or three Paſſages, which 


would not fall in regularly with the Fore- 
going Diſcourſe, without too much breaking 


the Coherence, therefore I ſhall conſider them 


here. 


The firſt is, what we Read, (p. 37. u. G.) XXX. 


and is in the following Words, We need not 
produce our Authors for the Canons and Conſtituti- 
ons of the Apoſtles, ſince ſs many Learned Mem- 
bers of the Church of England bave Written large 
Volums to prove em Genuine, Now this direct- 
ly overthrows what has been aſſerted at the be- 
ginning of theſe Papers. For if the Genuine 
Works of the Apoſtles, and ſnch as were Au- 


thoriz'd by them, make up the Code of the _ 


New Teſtament, why ſhould not theſe Conſtitu- 
tions and Canons partake of the ſame honour 
too, ſince our Author tells us, they are aſſerted 
Genuine by many Learned Members of the 
Church of England in large Volums, Wrote 
for that very end and 'purpoſe ? To which I 
ſhall reply no more at preſent, but only this, 
that I was much ſurprizd at this aſſertion of 


our Author, For I thought ] had known, 


ſo far at leaſt, what moſt of the Learned Men 
of our Church, whether Living or Dead, have 
> N . deliver d 
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deliver'd in this matter, as that large Treatiſcs 
of many of them upon this Subject had not 
eſcap'd me; and I thought too, that I had un- 
derſtodd ſo much of the merits of the cauſe, as 
to give me reaſon to believe, that very few 
impartial and underſtanding Perſons were like 
to maintain what.our\ Author ſays they do in 
the caſe, and therefore was ready, without any 
farther debate, to pronounce him miſtaken, 


But becauſe I was unwilling: he ſhould charge 


me, as he does Mr. B. (e) with making. my own 
Reading and Knowledge the + meaſure of | Truth, 
( who had too been retir'd from the Publick 
Stations of Learning for many years together, 
I reſolv'd to enquire of ſuch as I thought could 


inform me, whether any thing had been lately 


(ot formerly) Publiſh'd; which might juſtify 


our Author's affirmation. But I ſoon found 
that they knew no more in the matter then my 
ſelf; and therefore I ſhall deſire J. T. at bis 
ieaſure; to acquaint the World ꝶ who thoſe, many 
Learned Members of the Church of England are, 
that haue Written large Volumes to prove the Con- 
ſtihutt ions and Canons, we are non couſidering, and 


To prevent all cayilling, I here own (what I ob- 
ſerv d many years ago) that there is one Learned Writ- 
er of our Church, who does upon occaſion ſpeak as fa- 
vourahly of the Conſtitutions, as Turrian the Feſuite 
himſelf could de, who Wrote a Book in defence of 
them.. But then I muſt add, that he gives us no Rea- 
ſons for his Opinion, and what he ſays, is comprehend- 
ed within the compaſs of a few lines. And I am ſure, 
that a ſingle Perſon and two or three Sentences, can, by no 
Logick , be multiplied into many Members and laige 
Volumes. en . 


? 
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as we now bave them, to be the Genuine Works of 


There is another Paſſage of our Author (40 XXXI 
where he ridicules /reneus, as having argued (d) p. 50, 


very ſillily concerning the number of the Goſ- 51. 
pels. To give a large account of the matter 
would be tedious and impertinent ( ſince the 
whole thing is a meer Cavil,) and therefore 
ſhall only remark briefly, 


(/ 1. ) That our Author grofly wrongs re- 
neus in his Latin quotation. For the Father 
having (J. 3. c. 9, 10. and part of the 11th. ) 
argued againſt the Hereticks of thoſe times 
from the four Goſpels, adds, that theſe Goſpels 
were receiv'd, one or other of them, by the 
Hereticks themſelves, and therefore his argument 
from them was ſtrong and true, Theſe laſt words 
our Author parts from the reſt of the Sentence 
to which they belong and racks them to what 
follows, as if Jreneus had {ay'd, the Argument 
for the four Goſpels from the four Regions is 
firm and ſtrong ; whereas (whatever he might 


think) he does not ſay fo. 


( 2.) Neither does he ſay afterward, that 
they are vain and unlearn'd and bold, who reject the 
number of the four Goſpels, thus prov'd from the 
four Regions, Cc. (as our Author repreſents 
him,) but thoſe who reject the things, which he 
judg'd were foreſignified as the ſubjefF of the 
ſeveral Goſpels (tis Speciem Evangelij, and Per- 
ſonas Evangelij, ) by the four Faces in the Che- 


rubim of Ezekiel, that is (as he tells us) the 
Humanity, 


(e) See a- 


9 
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Humanity, the Prophetical and Prieſtiy Offices, 
and Divinity of our Saviour. "x 


3.) After all, the Father does not pretend 
to prove from the four Quarters or the four 
Winds, that the Goſpels we have were Wrote by 
thoſe Perſons whoſe Names they bear. For that he 
Learn'd from ſuch as convers'd with the Writ- 
ers themſelves, as was above-obſery'd. Neither 
does he pretend to prove from thence that the 
Goſpels were Cavionical or Rules of Faith; for that 
depends (e) upon their being Wrote or Au- 
thoriz d by the Apoſtles ; ſo that the metits 
of the cauſe under debate are not in the leaſt 
concern'd in the Argument. All that he pre- 
tends to, is, that as there were Four Principal 
| Quarters of the World, &c. and no more, {6 
God would have it that there ſhovld be four 
Goſpels in the World and no more ; and did 
think fit to fore-ſignify, the Temper of the 
Writers, and the Subject of each Book by the 
four Faces in Ezekiel's Cherubim. Now what 
though there ſeems to be more of Fancy then 
Solidity, more of Plauſible Alluſion then cloſe 
Reaſoning in this way of Arguing, yet I don't 
ſee why our Author ſhould ſo much inſult up- 
on the Father for it, ſince Inſtances of the like 
Nature may be found in Eminent Writers of all 
Profeſſions, and Heathens as well as Chriſtians, 
If we make it our buſineſs to Weed Books 
which are otherwiſe Learned and Rational, and 
pick out the Weakeſt Expreſſions we can find 
in them, we ſhall proceed very unjuftly, and! 


doubt, that very few, if this method be usd, 


will eſcape Cenſure. 


win, wan, C5, © 
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I did not think to have ſay*d any thing to 1 
our Authors Reflection (5) on the Epiſtle of XXXIL 
St. Barnabas, becauſe 1 am not concern'd, at pre- (.) N. 44, 
ſeat, whether it be Genuine or no. But ob- 5. 
ſerving that he deſigns to improve the Ex- | 
preſſion he fetches thence to the Prejudice of 
the Chriſtian Religion, I thought my ſelf o- 
er MI blig'd to add a few lines upon that occaſion. 
the The Words in the Original are thus, Chriſt 
at choſe for his Apoſtles — thoſe who were the great- 

u- eſt of Sinners, that he might ſhow, bow he came to 
te call, not the Righteous but Sinners to Repentance. 
i WY We have little or no account in the Scripture 
oy of the Apoſtles Morals, before they were choſen 
al by our Saviour, and therefore we'll, for the 
0 preſent, let this Paſſage of Barnabas go for true. 
ur What will follow? Nothing elſe, as far as ! 
id ſee, but that our. Lord was an Excellent Phyſi- 
he cian of Sonls, who wrought ſo perfe& and 
he Effectual a cure upon Men in ſuch a dangerous 
at condition, and brought them to a true Senſe 
en of Piety and Religion, for the Encouragement 
of of others to Repent and Reform. Ay, but if 
** they were once ſuch, (g) this would Rob us of an (g) f. 45. 
p⸗ Argument, we draw from their Integrity and Sim- 
ke plicity, againſt Infidels. Would it fo indeed ? 


All Methinks now this is very ſtrange, and does 
K not conclude ſo well, as the Argument of Jre- 
: neus from the four Winds, with which we fee 
ad what a ſtir our Author made, a little before. 
id or may not a Wicked Man prove good, and 
1 may he not give us ſuch Evidences of the Sin- 
0 cerity of his Reformation, that we are bound 
in Juſtice to believe him? Let us examine _ | 
| caſe 
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caſe a little, and ſee what Arguments can be 


produc'd for the uprightneſs and integrity of 


the Apoſtles after their Converſion. They 


Preach'd a moſt Excellent and Holy Religion 
over all the World, and endeavour'd to bring 


People every whete to the Belief and Practice 


of it. And that they were in good earneſt in 


all their undertakings, and did not a& a part 


for carrying on any Worldly deſign, is appar- 
ent from hence, that they knowingly and willing 


ly expos'd themſelves to Pains, to Troubles, 


to Loſſes, to Contempt, to Perſecutions, to 
Torments, to Death it ſelf This, I think, 


is ſofficient to ſhow, that they really believ'd 


what they affirm'd, concerning the Doctrine, 
Works and Reſurrection of our Saviour; that 
they did not deſign to put a Trick upon Man- 
kind in the Relations, they gave thereof, ſince 
they readily expos'd themſelves to ſuch Suffer- 
ings for the aſſerting of it. And that they 
aſſerted nothing but what was true, God him- 
ſelf did alſo further atteſt, by the Miracles he 
enabled them to work, of which we have uncon- 
troulable proof, as has been ſo often obſerv'd 
by others that I need not to inſiſt upon it here. 
So that though we do ſuppoſe the Epiſtle of St. 
Barnabas to be Genuine, and the Paſſage quoted 
from it to be really true, yet it is plain nothing 


can be thence inferr'd to prove our Religion 


falſe or ill grounded. 


A 
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Since the finilhfag this, “ chdught it ad- XXXIII. 
viſable, for che Abe kb 9 Cavils, | 
to ſubjoyn the Teſtimonies of Ventus and Ter- 
thllinn, for thoſe Books of Scripture which be- 
long to that, we above call'd The 7. Canon. I 


* 


begin with Jreneus. 


In his Third Book and (%) firſt Chapter, he (h)p.225. 
expreſly aſſerts: the four Evangeliſts by Name 
to be the Authors of the four Goſpels. . And 
particularly, he attribòtes that, which goes 
vader his Name, to St. Matthew, (i) (J. 3. c. (1). 275. 
18.) St. Mark's, tö him ((K) I. 3. c. 18.) that ry hn 
of St. Luke, to him, ((J) J. 3-.c. 11.) and St. 2 
John's, to that Apoſtle ((n) 1. 3. c. 117 | 


He afferts the Acts of the Apoſtles to have 
been Wrote by. St. Luke the (n) Evangeliſt I. (n) 5.271. 
3. c. 14, 15.) and attributes all the following 273 · 
Epiſtles to St. Paul, in the following Places. 


* n N _ 5 01; * 25 4008 
The Epiſtle to the Romans.. 2. c. 38. 5.190 


The firſt to the Corinthians . 1. c. 1. 5.33 
Second to the Corinth, I. 3. c. 7. p. 248 


8 
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3 


+ I was perſwaded by a Friend to add the enſuing 
Catalogue from Jreneus and Tertullian, to which J eaſily 
agreed, as having made the Collection many years ago, 
when I Read thoſe Fathers, for my own Satisfaction. 
The dition of Terrullian that I us d; was Printed at 
Paris 1669, and that of Jreneus is ptetended, in the Title 


Page; to be Printed there too, 167. $- 
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The Epiſtle to the Galatians . 3. C. J. ibid. 
to the Epheans 1.5. c. 14. p.455 


to the Philipptans ——1.4. c. 34. p. 363 
to the Coloſſians ——1.3. c. 14. b. 271 


The firſt to the Theſſalonians---1.s, c. 6. p. 442 
Second to the Theſſal. J. 3. c. J. 5. 249 


The firſt to Timothy—— ——1.2. 619.172 
| (and Pref, p. 3 
Second to Timothy 1.3. c. 14. p.271 


The Epiſtle to Titus —l.3. 6.3. f. 233 


Io st. Peter he aſcribes the firſt Epiſtle, 

which goes under his Name, (1.4. c. 22. (o) 
(0) p. 338. do St. John the Apoſtle, his firſt Epiſtle (J. 3. 
(2.277. c. 18. (0) 


There are ſeveral other Places (I may ſa 
numerous, for moſt of them) where theſe 
Books are aſcrib'd to thoſe Writers, whoſe 
Names they now bear ; but I thought one Teſti- 
mony ſufficient to Evince what Opinion Jreneus 
had of each Book. And I ſhall uſe the ſame 
method as to Tertullian. 


He aſſigns the four Goſpels to the four Evan 
geliſts, by whoſe Names they are call'd, (j 4: 
againſt Marcion c. 2. and 5. P. 414. and 41 6.) 


The Acts 6 | 
the Apoſt. C Treatiſe of Faſting c. 10. p. $49 
to St. Luke, 2 h 


The 


F 
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4 The following Epiſtles are ee N 
5 Pad, in the folowit e i 
a The Shin to the Romats--Starpia T 3 n 468 | 
A 8 aj 9 
E i 13 14 564 365 1 
1 ee” > 4 5. — e. ik 462 1 
Sl 1 x ut Re 4 
to the. Of the Reſup. 
” I i a be fes 
e, do the P; e e TER 
— to the e < WR * 358 
5. The firſt aid ſecond? a 210 
— Epiſtles to the C— b. c. 14. P. 3 
a 5 Theſſalonians. - 4 5 I? 
Tus Erft to T. * braut; 2 80 
ti⸗ 


The ſecond 7 of the Reſurrrecti- 
- to TimothyS on 1 Fleſh. 5 = 536. 


The Epiſtto Tino Of Proſeriptie 46 8 36s 


The firſt of st. Peter, fin hosted: as his; 850 7 
. piace c. 12. P. 497. 


And fo likewiſe the firſt of St; Joln— a- 
49 gainſt Praxeas c. 1 5. p. 508. | 


Thoſe of the Seven ContHoverted P Pieces, „Which 
e re — by either of theſe Fathers, don't 
| Iz ” propety 


24 6 | E WY 


properly belong to this place, and are menti- 
| on'd above (Set. XI.) N we have 
to inſert the Epiſtle of St. Paul to Philemon, in 


the number of thoſe Writings, which were 
never diſputed, ſee before (Sed. IF.) | 
| Cons un adT.. | 
From what has been here producd, it is i 
evident that theſe two Fathers attributed all 
the Books above-mention'd, to thoſe Perſons, | 
by whom we now think they were Wrote, - 

(q) See and (i) confequently eſteem d Jem Canoni- 
Seck. JI. cal, - M. IN 6 

CAN v3) ID 8 Wiz 04 

XXXIV And that the whole Catholick Church in I} * 
their days was of the ſame Opinion, is evident 
(r) 1. 2. c. from the Teſtimonies, of (7) Euſebius and () . 
51 ak Gregory Nazianzen, who reckon theſe Books as | 
places cited thoſe which were neuer Ae ene And ſo e 
above Seck. much may we learn likewiſe from theſe two F 

IW. Fathers, now under canſideration, in the paſſ- 
ages refer'd to above, (p. 36. and 78. ) part of p 
which it may not be impertinent ta ſet down | 7 
here at large. $ C 

hai) witli) $. baogo 51) | 

(t) I. 4. c. A Trentus tells us, (t) that true Kaomlede con- : 
63. ſiſts in underſtanding the Doctrine of the A- 7 


es and the Ancient ſtate of the Church is 
the whole World, according to the Succeſſion of th 
the-Biſhops, to whom they conſign d the care 
of the Church in every Place, which has been | — 
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continued down to our times, f and à complete 
Body of the Scripture: preſerdꝰd, without either For- 
gery or Falſiſication, without eit her Addition oy 
Subſtraction, GM. Which Words are an expreſs 
aſſertion, that the Doctrine and Diſcipline and 
Scriptures which they then had, were the ſame 
which the Apoſtles deliver d, and were then re- 


l ceir d i all Churches of the Werld, with which 
e NF 7encus and the Gauls had any Communication. 


Tertullian (u) appeals to all the Apoſtolick (u) 7. 4. 
Churches, to the Galatians, to the Theſſalonians, 444inft 
in to the Romans, to the Colaſſiant, to the Epbeſi- * _ 
ans, &c. and, in a word, to all the Churches 
5) which joyn'd in Communion with them, to 
a prove the Copy of St. Luke, which the Catho- 
licks had (and not that of Marcion) to be 
o | Genuine and Sincere, He adds too, that the 
ſame Authority will juſtify the other three Goſ- 
of bels likewiſe, lince they were receiv*d (x) from, (x) Per 
and according to, the Copies of thoſe Churches, ls © fe. 
2 He produces, in another place, Teſtimonies | 
rom ſeveral Epiſtles of St. Paul, from St. Peter (y) of pre. 
a and St. John, and then for further confirmation ſtripe. c. 
of the Fruth of what he urges (Zz) exhorts 33, 34. 
thoſe who had a mind to exerciſe their Curioſity G © 38. 
kin the buſineſs of their Salvation, to run over 
the Churches planted by theſe and the other 


— — 


en — — 
ed + 1 render ( ſtractatione pleniſſima) 4 complete Body or 
Treatiſe ; becauſe it can ſignify nothing elſe here; though 
| the Expreſſion in the Latine is not very proper. But he 
y that Tranſlated this Work of Irenexus out of Greek, did » 
not underſtand the Propriety of the Latin Tongue, and 
has hundreds of Expreſſions more barbarous and impro- 
per then this. 


I 3 Apoſtles, 


3pF 


(a) Au- 
#bentlcz 
litera. : 


(b) c. 37. 
£0 p · 215. 
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Apoſtles, where they might find * their Au- 
thentick Writings: (or Letters) ſtill remaining, 
(a) expreſſing the Doctrine and repreſenting 
the Piety of each of them. A little after he 
brings in the Catholick Church thus arguing 
with the Hereticks concerning the Scripture. 
(b) Who are yon? When and whente came 
von hither ? What do you in my ground, 
ſince you belong not to me ? By what Right, 
O Marcion, do you cut down my Woods? 
What Authority have you, Valentimu, to turn 
the Courſe of my Fountains? Who gave you 


Power, Apelles, to overthrow my Fences ? 


What do you Sowing, and Feeding here at your 
Pleaſures ? The Poſſeſſion is mine, I have enjoy d 
it for a long time 1 firſs enjoy d it. I derive a 
certain Original from the Authors themſelves , 


_— 
2 en ce 


— — ?%¾nẽ a 


* 


, 7 Aaltius and after him, F. Simon, will have no more 


meant here by Authentick Letters or Writings, then that 


what, the Apoſtles Wrote was ſtill preſery'd in the 
21 Language, in thoſe Places. But 1 would fain 
know what great matter there was in that. The Epiſtles 
were firft Wrote in Greet, and were without queſticn 
ſtill Extant in Greek ( not only in the Apoſtolick, but) 
in all thoſe Churches, to which that Language remain'd 
ſtill familiar, if not in others too. Tertullian certainly 
deſign'd ſomething Singular and Peculiar to the Churches 
planted by the Apoſtles, when he ſay'd their Authentick 
Letters or Writings were kept there, and conſequent- 
I muſt intend the very Originals of them. And why 
theſe two Learned Men ſhould judge otherwiſe ( fince 
this is the moſt natural, though not the only, Senſe of 
the Word ) I cannot gueſs. For *tis certain, Manu- 
fcripts have been preſerv'd many hundred years longer 
then the time was, which paſsd between the - Apoſtles 
and the days of Terrullzay. . hs ah 


a"; 


whoſe 
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whoſe it was, I am the Heir of the Apoſtles, &c. 
Thus Write Jreneus and Tertullian concerning 
the Scriptures of the New Teſtament ; and what 
they thus Write certainly concerns all thoſe Books, 
which they held for Genuine and Pure, in oppoſi- 
tion to the Hereticks of their Times. Theſe, 
they tell us, were deriv'd from the Apoſtles, 
by the hands of thoſe Churches, which they 
founded all over the World ; them they pro- 
duce for their Vouchers in the preſent caſe - 
and appeal likewiſe to the Doctrine embrac'd 
in every one of them, which was very conſo- 
nant to the Books of the Catholicks, but not to 
thoſe of the Hereticks. | 


Thus much we may eaſily learn from Ireneus, 
He tells us, (c) That the ſeveral ſorts of Here- (C7. 1, c. 


ticks, with which he had to do, had forg'd a) 


great number of Apocryphal and Sprious Pieces. 


Theſe withont queſtion, contain'd the Principles 
of their Doctrine, and were ſent abroad into 
the World as the chief Grounds and Foundati- 
ons of what they taught. Bur all was Cheat 
and Couſenage, and the Fictions of their own 
Brains. What they vented, was Heretical and 


Erroneous, as this Father proves at large from 


hence, (d) that it was contrary to the Faith, (d) l. 3. c. 
which the Apoſtles had planted in all places, 3» 4: 
and which had been learnt, and might be learnt 
every day, from the Churches founded by them. 
And again in another Place (li) he rejects ſome ()J. 3-6 
Goſpels of the Yalentinians, becauſe they con⸗ #259 
tain'd Blaſphemies, and Doctrines contrary to 
thoſe which had been Publiſt'd by the Apoſtles. 
So likewiſe Tertullian ſpeaks of ſome of the n 

, - (e)0f re- 
ſame Hereticks — (e) Let their Doctrine be ſeript. Ca 
14 compar'd 32. 7.212 


— 


fore them; and therefore may be call'd Apo- 


(f) Co 38. 
7. 216. 
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compar'd with che A poſtles and we ſhall quick- 
ly ſee by the contrariety thereof, that it pro- 


ceeds neither from apy of them nor their Diſ-. 
ciples. The Apoſtles did not contradict one 


another, neither did their Diſciples contradict 
them. The Churches, which they founded a- 
gree in the ſame Doctrines, aad ſo do thoſe too, 


which being of a later Original, deriv'd their 


Inſtruction from them which were planted be- 


ſtolical as well as they, becauſe owping and em- 
bracing the ſame Faith, Let the Hereticks ſhow 
that. they deſerve that Title upon either of theſe 
accounts, that theſe Churches acknowle.;< e 
{ſame Doctrine which they do, and reci1ve rom 
to Peace and Communion as Brechen. But 


this they cannot do. —(Ff)) They are Forreign- 
ers, they are Enemies to the Apoſtles, becauſe 


they teach a different Faith. And ſince 
their Faith is ſo different, we may be ſure they 
have adulterated the Scriptures. For they, 
who were reſolv?d to teach preverſly, were 


under a neceſſity of corrupting thoſe Books, 


upon which their Doctrine was to be ground- 
ed. Whereas we, who preſerye the Doctrine 
entire, have preſerv'd the Books ſo too, with- 
out changing or adding or taking away. 


We teach nothing but what was to be found in 
the Scriptures from the beginning, before they 
were corrupted and interpolated. — Before 
Marcion had lay'd violent hands upon them, 
employing a Knife and not a Style, and cutting 
away whatever he wovght convenient and was 
eee contrary 
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contraxy- ta his Errors and Hereſjes, — (C) ( © 19. 
F For where the Truth of the Chriſtian Faith 
and Doctrine appears, there the Genuine and 
Fe 5 of the Scripture are certainly ta be 
ound. e | 


- Thus far I proceeded in the former Edition ; 

and though 1 (+) then intimated, that Teſti- (h) 5. 14. 
monies might eaſily be produced from Clemens 

of Alexandria, Origen, and Cypriang'to the ſame 

purpoſe with thoſe (i) above alledg'd out of (i) p. 13. 
jreneus and Tertullian, yet I did not judge it 113, &c. 
neceſſary to inſert them at that time; as ſup- 

poling the Evidences, which I had actually in- 

liſted upon, ſufficient. But conſidering after- 

wards with my ſelf, and being told alſo by o- 

thers, whom I- conſulted: in the caſe, that the 
addition of theſe might prove of uſe and Satis- 
faction to ſome Readers; I have here ( after 
comparing them afreſh with the Originals ) 
tranſcrib'd ſuch References, as ſeem'd moſt 
ſerviceable to my deſign, and diſpos'd them in 
the following order. => 


Clemens of Alexandria attributes the Goſpel 
which goes under the Name of St. Matthew to 
that Apoſtle ((i) Stromat. I. 1. p. 341.) — (x) Edit. 
St. Mark's, to him ( Treatiſe of the Salvation of G. L. Paris 
the Rich, Sef. 5. p. 16. of the Oxford Edition) 1641. 
—— St. Luke's, to him (Stromat. I. I. p. 340.) 
and St. 1 to that Evangeliſt ( Pedag. I. 1. 
p. 100, | 


Es 


— 
_— 


+ Ubi apparuerit eſſe veritatem © diſcipline E fidet 
Chriflianz, illic erit & veritas Scripturarum, | 


The 
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He cites the following Epiſtles as St. Pauts, 
in the places here ſet down. 


The Epiſtle to the Romans, - Pedag. l. 1. 5. 117 | 
4 The Firſt Epiſtle | 
þ 4 Corim- C — Fedag. I. 1. p. 96 
The Second Epiſtle — Stromat. I. 3. 2. 456 
The Epiſtle to the Galatians, Pedag. I. 1. p.95 
The Epiſtle to the Epheſians, Pedag. 1. 1. p. 88 
The Epiſtle to the Philippians, Ped. l. 1. $.107 
The Epiſtle to the Coloſſians, Stromat. l. 5.5. 645 
The Firſt Epiſtle 


to the 2 9 L 1. p. 88, 89 
lonians. | 


The Second Epiſtle —— Strom. I. 5. 9354 
The Firſt E- OR 
piſtle to —— Admon. to the Gent. p. 55 
Timothy. 


The Second to Timothy) ibid p. 56 


The Epiſtle to Titus Stromat. I. 1. p. 299 
The 


New Teftement Vi indicated, 


The Firſt Epiſtle of St. Peter, is aſcrib'd to 
that-Apoſtle, ( Pedag. l. 1. p. 103.) — and 


the Firſt of St. John, to him (Strom. I. 2. f. 


389.) 


I acknowledge that in the Places above · men- 


tion d, where this Father quotes the Epiſtle to 


the Epheſians, and the Second to the Theſſaloni- 
ans, he does not particularly name St. Paul, but 


only makes uſe of a General Expreſſion, The 


Apoſtle ſays or Writes-— But I deſire the 
Reader to conſider (1.) That the Phraſe, the 
Apoſtle, is commonly us d by moſt Writers, in 
the way of Eminency, to denote St. Paul, and 
Clemens himſelf employs it for that purpaſe, at 
every turn. (2.) Its moſt certain, that the 
Father ( unleſs he had told us the contrary ) 


can mean no other . but him, whoſe. 


Name is prefix'd to of theſe Epiſtles, and 
that, we all know, is St. PauP's. 

From St. Clemens of Alexandria we paſs to his 
Scholar, Origen, and might eaſily have been 
ſatisfy'd at one view, what Opinion he enter- 
tain'd of the ſeveral Pieces of the New Tefta- 
ment, if all his Works were ſtill preſerv'd. 


133 


For, as (I) Epiphanius tells us, he Wrote Ex- (I) Here/. 


poſitions on the whole Scripture. But, though 
the greateſt part of his Writings are now 


. Periſhd, partly through the envy, and partly 


through the careleſneſs of ſucceeding Ages, yet 
there are enough of them remaining to acquaint 
us with his Judgment in this matter. — His 
Commentaries and Homilies upon ſome Books 


64.Set.2. 


are ſtill Extant, and I have already (11) obſerv'd, (m) Sed. 
that he reckons up the Canonical Writings of I. 


the New Teſtament juſt as we do in the Church 


of 


£54 Ie Canan ef, 


of Enplant. But however, to giv the Reader 
all reafonable' ſatisfaction, 10 ſhall direct him to 
ſome expreſs places in bis Works, where all 
thoſe Pieces, whereof we are now treatin 
quoted as the Genuine Writings of thoſe” to 
wlom we at this day aſcribe them. And 51 


his greater eaſe, I ſhall fetch the main of my 


Tellimonies from the 7 reatiſe againſt Celſus, 
and the Philocalia ( Cambr.' Edit. G. L. ) which 


are to be met with everywhere. 


He mentions the Goſpel of St. Matthew, a8 
that Apoſtles, (J. 1. * Celſus p. 27. Prins 
St. Mark's, as his (1. 2. p. 60.) He aſcribes 
St. Luke's, to him (J. 1. p. 46.) and St. Job's 
to chat Diſciple (J. 1. p. 40. 5 fry 


Bc cites the Ads of the Apoſtles, as Wraten 
by St. Luke, (1.6. p. 282. ) 


The following Epiſtles he quotes as St, Paul's 
in the 2 here produc'd. 


The Epiſtle to the Romans, Philocal. c.1. p.10 
The Firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians--ebid. p 9 


The Second Epiſtle ib. c. 4. p. 25 

The Epiſt le 

to the Gala- —— #2. {nts Celſus p. 57 
tians. 

The Epiſtle 


to the 21 3. againſt ak p. 122 
faans, 
The 


New tots Pin, 123 
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The Epiſtle 2. 0102 ' 279157 29260 

to the on — ae Cel b. 2 236 
3s e * 5 21 130 


9 * S: ay : \ 
ft £9151 5 44 AI. 1 „1122 >M& 174 


| The Firſt Epiſtle 0 .£ 3 ) 2 27 n V. 8 
to the Theſf 1 2, pai a 


5 -lonians. * 70 . 7 893 4% 
The Second — 1 6. ren Celj n 307 


1 £571 2. 
ä "The. Firſt E- R- Joog 5 . 3 noms 
v piſtle to The i- 2 7. ay Celfus 5 49 
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to Titus 
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50 to Phi 
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Hom. on Jerem. 6. L. sg 
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The Firſt r Epiſtle of St. Peter, iert by 
him as that Apoſtle*s (Tom. 8. on John G. 
p. 126.) The Firſt. Epiſtle alſo of: St. fob, 
cited as his (Tom. 4. on John G. L. p. 72.90 


From Origen we proceed to St. Cyprian, and 
ſhall eafily perceive, that he too own'd the 


Books, we have now 'vnder debate, as * 
7 


- ed ee — 


| The. Canon of \the 
"by the urn Places, which I _ offer to 
the Readers conſideration, out of many! That 


might be produc d. The * to > which the 
Pages referr, | is that of Oxford. 4 | 


T St. Mathis Goſpel i is cited by him, 0 that 
| Evangeliſts, (J. 1. againſt the Jews p. 24 )—— 
St. Marks, his a 3. * 4 p. 72.) 

St. Lale s, as his (I. 2. the Jews. 36.) 

and St. John's is own d to be that Apoſtles (i. 

1. againſt the Jewsp. _— 


47" 


He cites the Af of the A poles very frequent: 
ly among the other Books of the New Tita- 
ment, though I have not- taken notice, that he 
any where aſcribes that Hiſtory to Sti Lale. 
But that is not material, ſince he Names no 0- 

ther Author thereof, it is certain he lood up- 
on it as Wrote by the ſat ſon to whom an 
the reſt of the Church ever dffign'd it. But he 
does that, which is of greater conſequence. For 
N95. in his re of Works and Almſaeeds, heſtyles 
a paſſage (n) produc'd by him, out of this Book, 
The Teſtimony of Truth , in oppoſition to the 
Apocryphal Hiſtory of 7 obit, 7 — we had juſt 
before alledg' d. So that ir\ is parent) he 
quoted and made uſe of the Ads of the Apeſtles, 
as a Book, which was, in his an 28 tion- 


| ie E N 
Bie Aber the following riero St. Pau, 
in the Places here alledg d. "26 


| The Epiſtle to the Roman: lg. of Tai pio 
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The Firſt Epiſtles - - . | 
to the Cormthi-C J. 1. againſt the Jews p. 22 1 


. The Second Epiſtle — —— 
| The Epiſtle; * 


to the Gs. bea. Jens 37 if 
latians. | 


The Epiſtle to the Epbeſians ——— ibid, p. 4 
The Epiſtle to the mann —r p. 49 | 
The Epiſtle | 


to the Co-C— 1.1, erm bo, 23 
loſſians. | 


% 


The Firſt Epiſtle? 
to the Theſſa- — 3. of Thien. . 
lonians. 1 FH ; 
The Second Epiſtle — — . p. 84 25 
Me | | | 
The Firſt Epiſtle to Timothy — ib. p. 85 U 
The Second Epiſtle — ib. p. 1. 


The Epiſtle to 77. . b. 85 | 


The Firſt Epiſtle of St. Peter, is 2s 
that Apoſtles, 16 2. againſt the Jews p. 7 * 
and ſo is alſo the Firſt Epiſtle of St. Joby, as his, 
in the ſame place. = 


2 ka a ada. LIES. ....* 
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And thus I have directed my Reader, botli 
to the Book and Pages, wherein Jreneus; Ter- 
tullian, Clemens oß Alexandria, Origen, and Cy- 
prian (who all flouriſh'd and Wrote within 150 
years after the Death of St. Fobn J*have own'd 
the Pieces, whereof 1 am now diſcourſing, for 

Sennine and Authentick. I have alſo above 

(Se. IV, Xl, and XXV.) product other Evi- 

dences for them and for the Seven Controverted 

Books, from divers Primitive Chriſtian Writ- 

ers; and ſhall now, before I conclude; paſs on 

to remark what Opinion an Eminent Heathen, 

even Julian the Apoſtate (that bitter and in- 

veterate Enemy of Chriſtianit7) enter- 

tain'd concerning them. This we may eaſily 

learn from what he Wrote” and Publiſpd a- 

gainſt our Holy Religion; which may be ſeen 

in Mr. Spanbeim's Edition of his Works, where- 

| in St. Cyriłs Anſwer to the Books of that Em- 

55 1. 10. Derout, with what remains of. the Books them- 

: 3 ſelves, againſt the Chriſtians is Printed, as it is 

(i) J. 8. p. alſo in CyriPs own Works. There we ſhall 

233. find, that Julian exprefly mentions the Writ- 

(k) J. 9. 7. ings of (h) the Four Evangeliſts by Name, of 

291-1. 10. St. Paul alſo and St. Peter, as their own proper 
515. p. 4nd undoubted Works; that he ſpeaks (i) of 
261, 262. the Genealogy of our Saviour, as Recorded by 

I. 10. p. St. Matthew and St. Luke ; that he quotes Paſ- 

225, {ages (t) our of St. Matthew, (1) out of St. John, 

3 (+9) our of the Ads of the Apoſtles, (u) out of 

217 0. . St. Paul's Epiſtle to the Romant, and (o) out of 


5 


320. . 10. the Firſt to the Corinthians; and diſputes a- 
p. 351. .painft them; To which may be added, that he 
=_ 7: Þ- ſpeaks of the Writings of St. Matthew and Sr. 
(p) Eb. 42. Luke (p) alſo in his Epiſtles, | 
t. 423. The 
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New Teſt amant: Vindicated. 


The Iaferences, which naturally ariſe from 
hence , are theſe two, Firſt, that it was well 
known among the Heathens, hat the Books of 
the Nem Teſtament, as embracd by the Catho- 
licks, were the Records, upon which the Chri- 


| ſtian Religion was founded ; and accordingly 


Julian ſets himſelf direQly to oppoſe, what 
was delivered in them, as the moſt ready way 
to overthrow and ruin Chriſtianity. Secondly, 
That there was then no Reaſon known , why 
the Books fhould be ſuſpected, as not really 
Wrote by thoſe Perſons, to whom we aſcribe 
them, or why they ſhould be judg'd to have 
been chan gd and alter'd by the Catholicks. 
For if hots had been the leaſt probable ground 
for ſuch an accuſation, we may be ſure ; this 
Learned and keen Adverſary of theirs would 
not have forgot to lay it to their charge; he 
would never have cited the Books, as — 
Genuine Works of St. John St. Paul, Se. but | 

affirm'd plainly they were the Forgeries and 
Contrivances of later times, drawn up, by he 
knew not whom; to advance the Credit and 
Re ne of their Maſter. mon therefore 


them, as to this Particular. 


EE we may be certain that he knew, of 
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would offer the ſerious conſideration of 


this Inſtance to the Mighty Diſcoverers of the 


preſent Age. We have here an Emperour, 
who wanted neither Learning, nor Wit, nor 
Induſtry, inflam'd with a moſt eager deſire of 
running down Chriſtianity ; aſſiſted therein, 
not only with the Writings of Celſus, Porphyyy, 
Hierocles, and others, who had engag'd in the 
{ame cauſe before him; but alſo with the beſt 
advice and directions (we may be ſure) of 
Libanius, Jamblichus, Maximus, and the reſt of 


the Sophiſts and Philoſopbers, who flouriſh'd in 
his time; who yet, with all theſe helps, could 


find no ſolid Grounds or Reaſons for repre- 
ſenting the Nem Teſtament as a Forgery. 80 
far was he from pretending thereto, that, on 
the contrary, he owns the Books thereof, which 


he had occaſion to mention, for the Genuine 
Works of thoſe Perſons, to whom we attribute 

them at preſent, and does not any where de- 
clare his ſuſpicions, that either they, or any of 
the reſt, were either forg'd or corruputed by the 
Catholicks. Whereas there are thoſe in our 
days, who, above Thirteen Hundred years after 
him, pretend to diſcover that, which neither 


he, nor any of the Learned aſſerters of Hea- 


theniſm (who doubtleſs ſupplied him upon 


occaſion, with their moſt Curious and Critical 


Remarks and Obſervations) could do; and 
bear the World in hand, that thoſe Ancient 


Monuments of our Faith, which are aſcrib'd to 

the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles, are none of theirs, 

but the Impoſtures and Contrivances of deſign- 

ing Men, who have impos'd them upon the 
_ Credulous 


New Teſtament Vindicated. 

Credulous and. unthinking part of Mankind, 
As if they had greater means and opportunities 
of diſcovering the Forgery at this diſtance (if 
there was one) then Julian and the zealous 
maintainers of the Pagan Religion had ſo long 
ago; or as if all the Chriſtian World, for ſo 
many Centuries, (except themſelves and a few 
more, ) had been deſtitute of Integrity and 
Underſtanding, - But whether the weakneſs or 


e of ſuch pretences be greater, I ſhall 


leave the Reader to determine. | 
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TO T:HE 


Awving lateh received from a Friend of 
H e. Mr. Dole the J 0 
hereto Annext , together with leave for its 
Publication, and conceiving it to be too Valu- 
able to be ſuppreſſed, I have obtained leave of 
the Reverend Mr. Richardſon 10 ſubjoyn it 
to his r of the Canon ee New 
Teſtament 3 and I promiſe my ſelf thou wilt 
allow T had Rega ſo to * 5 


R. Sayre. 


Mr. 
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Good Sir, 8 

He Principal Cauſe wherein Mr. Toland 

has concern'd me is the Atteſtation of 

the Writings of the New Teſtament. This re- 
uires more leiſure than I can command at pre- 
ent, and more room than can be allow'd in an 

Appendix. My Perſonal concerns I have al- 


ways thought too frivolons for the Publick to be. 


troubled with them. And I ſhould have done 
ſo ſtill if they had gone no farther than my 
Perſon, and deſigned only the Diſparagment 
of that, which is the "Caſe of Gronovius. Mr. 
Toland has taken another way of doing me 


more Injury under a fairer pretence, and of 


Involving others (for whom | think my ſelf 
more concern'd in duty than for my ſelf ) in 
the ſame Injury, that of an lnvideous and Odious 
as well as undeferved compariſon with my 
Betters. I am very ſenſible how ſvitable it is 
to his other treatment of that Holy Order 
whoſe Honour I have made it the ſtudy of my 
Life to promote. It is very agreeable to that 
very mean Opinion he has, on all occaſions, 
ſhewn to their Function, to admit of any Com- 
| pariſons of ſo deſpicable a Perſon as I am with 


them; much more ſo to preferr me to the. 


meaneſt 


Mr. Dod wells LETTER. : 
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meaneſt of them. I wiſh with all my Heart 1 
knew how to make them amends for the Diſ- 
honour and Injuſtice done them, tho' I am not 
conſcious of having been any way the cauſe but 
only the Occaſion of it. I am really aſham'd 
of it, and aſham'd of making more words con- 


ng», 7 :\\ 


I am ſenfible how much his pretended Par- 
tiality for me has prejudiced me in the Opi- 
nions of better Men then himſelf. If this were 
his deſign, I have already felt the effects of it, 
I ſee his Intereſt in it, to recommend his own 
falſe Reaſonings from my Book, on the pre- 
rence of my Authority; and to intimate to 
_ thoſe who are not pleaſed to conſult my Book, 
and who are Ignorant of my obſcure Character, 
that I Rivalled him in Libertys for unſetling 
the Belief of our Holy Chriſtian Religion or 
our Sacred Canon. Himſelf knows me better 
than in earneſt to believe this true, which not- 
withſtanding by his Intimations, he ſeems ſo 
deſirous that others ſhould believe concerning 
me. This is a juſt Reaſon to believe that his 
Characters are as falſe as his Friendſhip, 1 have 
withal], beſides this, other Evidences of his unſin- 
cere dealing with my ſelf. But whilſt he makes 
himſelf a Publick Enemy, under valuing all things 
that ought to be valued by Good Men, I de- 
precate his Elogies, and ſhall think him a fairer 
Adverſary in his falſe Reproaches than in his 
Inſidious Commendations. But I rather wiſh 
for my own ſake, as well as that of the Publick, 
that he would give over his Hoſtilities. For 
my part I ſhould then value his Good Opinion 
ear e 88 more, 
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more, when he valves things truly and as they 


enn 
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deſerve, and not as they ſerve his preſent Cor- . 
rupt Intereſt, God Almighty give him timely OY 


Warning of what he may with more Sorrow be 5 
Convinced on his'Death-Bed, ſo prays 8 
: k * moſt Hearty Wel-miſher, 6, 

| Henry Dodwell. + 
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